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the lead of the distinguished gentleman from | 
ing the lee Y 


, Mr. Srevens,} | am opposed to 
rt be "I of the Ton. I referred to 
ee sustaining me in that position, and if 
authe man (Mr. Aneethy were so quick in 
his response to the doctrine, L ask him why he 
gid not rise in his place and make the same de- 

cion against the leader of his own party (Mr. 
psoas when he made his speech at an early 
oe of the session in reference to the position of 
the southern States? ; 

Mr. GARFIELD. Will the gentleman allow 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. LONG. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD. If the gentleman will refer 
to the speech on confiscation which I had the honor 
to deliver, he will see that I dissented from the 
doctrine of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, in 
wert pointed and pores terms. 

Mr. LONG. That is all.very true. I have 
read the gentleman’s speech. I think I also heard 
him say upon another occasion that he would 
leap over the barriers of the Constitution to put 
down this rebellion. 1 think I heard that escape 
from his lips during this session. 

Mr.GARFIELD. I said whatI did say upon 
that oceasion with great circumspection and care, 
andall | ask is that the gentleman will fairly quote 
me, as | presume he intended to do. In reply to 
the gentleman from the central district of Ohio 
(Mr. Cox] who is not now in his seat, when he 
asked me if | would break the Constitution, | 
answered that would not break the Constitution 
at all unless it should become necessary to over- 
leap its barriersto savethe Union, 1 did notsay 
then, as | do say now, that on such an occasion 
| would overleap the barriers of the Constitution, 
but | would leap into the armsof a willing people 
who made the Constitution. 

Mr. LONG. Then I give my colleague credit 
for honesty and frankness. The difference be- 
tween him and me to-day is that while he would 
violate that oath which he took before that desk 
the first day of the session, and would overleap the 
barriers of the Constitution which he has sworn 
ww support, I choose rather to stand on this floor 
and be denounced asa traitor for keeping my obli- 
gauion to my country, to my own conscience, and 
tomy God. That is the difference between my 
colleague and myself on that point. 

I know my colleague replied in his. speech to 
the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. Srevens,] but he did not reply in the tone, 


the gentle 


ihe manner, in the style, nor with the force with | 


which he has replied to me to-day. He made a 
rgularcommon, plain, set speech, dissenting from 
ihe views of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, but 
he nowhere in any partof his speech, as I recol- 
lect it, denounced him once as a traitor, or dis- 
loyal, or faithless to his Government. 
Mr.GARFIELD. In the remarks the gentle- 
man has just made hé has mistaken me again. 
Though [ have no personal pride for what I did 
say, | wish the gentleman not to understand that 
made aset speech. 1 will say to him here that 
| had not one note other than what I took while 
‘he gentleman from Ohio (ee Fincx] was speak- 
ing who preceded me. It was not a set speech, 
ut made for a particular and specific purpose at 
the time, 
: Mr. LONG. I accord to the gentleman the 
ull benefit of hisexplanation. I supposed it was 
ma speech; but Lam perfectly willing that he 
ould put himself right. before the House. He 
iasely was sincere in what he said then, and 
s certainly sincere to-day when he says he 
would leap over the barriers of the Constitution. 
cre must be sincerity on the part of my col- 
eve when he puts himself in that position. 
pon that point [ have done. 
wa choose rather to congult my own conscience 
: judgment than to. follow his lead in the ranks 
x & party that is always ready to take the oath to 
gener the Constitution with a,mental reserva- 
t || have never so taken it, and, so help me 
tong never will... I. will support the Constitu- 
espite the threats which may be brought 
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from any quarter, and with the fixed purpose 
and full determination to stand upow the princi- 


ples which I have avowed here to-day if I staid 
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solitary and alone, even if it were necessary to | 


brave bayonets and prisons and all the tyranny 
which may be imposed by the whole power and 
force of the Administration, I have deliberately 
uttered my sentiments in that speech, and | will 
not retract one syllable of it. 

1am willing to trust to time. Lam willing to 
awaititsarbitrament. “Iflam mistakeu,so much 
the better for me, the gentleman,and the country, 
Would to God 1 were mistaken. Would to God 
I could cherish other convictions than those [ have 
uttered. My earlicstaspirations have been for he 
glory of my country. [| have admired its institu- 
tions, I have gloried in its statesmen; they have 
been the pride of my heart. | would make any 
sacrifice to restore the Union as it was before that 
unhappy day for this people when the gentleman’s 


| party came into power and destroyed the fairest 


prospects of liberty that Heaven in its mercy ever 
vouchsafed to man. I would do it, sir, to restore 
the Government; but I cannot see restoration by 
the power of the bayonet. Looking atthe history 
of such struggles in the Old World and in South 
America and elsewhere, I can see nothing butruin, 
destruction, and the final overthrow of free gov- 
ernment in a continuance of our present policy, 
L have raised my voice, feeble «and humble as it 


| recomnuized the work of their own hands. 


is, against it, because | believe that its continu- i} 


ance will destroy liberty both North and South. 
I think, however, my colleague was notentirely 


honest in the construction he put upon what L | 


said; but he may have misunderstood me. 


I ut- | 


tered no sentiment looking to a Separation that | 


should be a division from the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi to the head of the Ohio river. IT uttered 
no such sentiment. I gave utterance to no such 
expression. What I did say—and what I said is 
written out and can be read—was, that when the 
Government was formed we were not owners of 
the mouth of the Mississippi, and that wedid not 
own the territory west of the Missiasippi river. 
I did not say that we did not own the Ohio river 
and the State in witch the gentleman and I live; 


but that we owned no territory west of the Mis- | 
sissippi, and that Florida was held against us. L | 
did then say thatif, by the chastisement of Heaven, | 
we should be curtailed to our old territorial dimen- | 


sions, we could still exist as a free people, and | 


have our republican form of government again, 
I supposed the gentleman was familiar enough 


with the history of his country; I supposed that | 


even he, although he has spent part of his time 
in the Army and left it for a seat upon this floor, 
knew that the northwestern territory extended 
beyond the Ohio river, was held by Virginia, and 
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this unfortunate state of things. 


T have simply 

lt it 
becomes a man upon that side of the House to 
assail me. That duty ill becomes a man belong- 
ing to. a party that has always taken the oath to 
support the Constitution with a mental reserva- 
tron, and has declared before the country and be- 
fore God that the institutions which our fathers 
established, and the Government which they 
founded, could notexistas they made it in the be- 
ginning, with all its compromises. | believe that 
the fathers of the Republic were as good as we 
are, | believe thatthey were a° good Christians 
They looked atthe institu- 
tion of slavery not in the light in which these 
gentlemen look atit now. When they came to 
the communion table to partake of the sacrament 
they did not push men away because they held 
slaves. God prospered them in the Revolution 
and in the formation of theGovernment. It was 
a good Government, good enough for me, good 
enough for my children, and Lam willing to make 
any sacrifices to restore it. 

But, sir, we heard these gentlemen of the Re- 
publican party in this Hall the other night ap- 
plauding t@ the echo the sentiments of a man— 
George Thompson—who has gloried over the 
tearing to pieces of our Constitution, the mau who 
originated this separation of the States and this 
destruction of our civil and political liberties. 
Such a party I must discard, who thanked God 
that the hour of compromise was passed and that 
we were freed from the shackles of the Consti- 
tution. I wilkplant myseif, even ifit be single and 
alone, in opposition toa party which plots the de- 
struction of the Government, the overthrow of 
liberty, and which applauds George Thompson 
and his sentiments, | would rather live in the 
State in which the gentleman and I live, with 
liberty, with a free Government, under the Con- 
stitution of our fathers, with my rights political, 
social, and civil, than live in a great empire under 
an overshadowing despotism. Give me liberty, 
even if confined to an island of Greece or a canton 


and as true patriots, 


_ of Switzerland, rather than an empire and a des- 


Constitution was adopted. I thought, therefore, || 


that the gentleman did me intentional injustice in 


the position he ascribed to me, He may not have | 


done so; but if not, he must certainly be very 


ignorant of the history of his country and of the | 


amount of territory we possessed when the Gov- 
ernment was formed. 

Mr. Chairman, I have detained the House 
much longer than I intended when I rose. I 
should have been loth to make any response to 
my colleague if he had not induleedén a personal 
attack upon me. 


detain the House at this late hour if he had not | 


seen proper to do what has not been done before 


on any occasion since the commencement of the | 


session, to get up and denounce me as unfaithful 
to the Government. Sir,I hurl back the charge. 
I say that the men who are destroying this Gov- 
erriment, destroying these fair prospects of liberty, 
are the men now in power. They were the au- 
thors and originators of all our present difficulties, 
They first uttered the sentiment thatthis Govern- 
ment could not exist as our fathers made it; that 
there wasan‘‘ irrepressible conflict’’ which would 
result either in the overthrow of the institutions 


of the States on the one side or the overthrow of | 


potism, as we have here to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Me. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Garriecp] bas spoken of 
two remarkable Jetters written to a rebel major 
general, one of them by an Indiana politician. I 
should be glad to hear what citizen of Indiana has 
been guilty of the crime of treason. 

{Loud cries of  Order!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from In- 
diana is not m order. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee 


ab || do now_rise, 
formed part of the original territory when the | 


The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Bourwext reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had under consideration the Union 
generally, and particularly the President’s an- 
nual message, and had come to no conclusion 


| thereon. 


| minutes before six e’clock, p. m.,) the 
| adjourned. 


I should have been reluctant to || 


And then, on motion of Mr. MORRILL, faire 
Louse 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpar, April 9, 1864. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 





Prayer 


| by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Cuannino, 


the Government of the United States on the other, || 


They inaugurated the conflict which has produced 


The reading of the Journal of yesterday was 
by unanimous consent dispensed with. 


PROPOSED EXPULSION OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. COLFAX, the Speaker, (Mr. Rotiivs, of 
New Hampshire, in the chair as Speaker pro tem 
pore.) | offer as a question of privilege the fol- 
lowing preamble and resolution: 

Whereas on the 8th of April, 1864, when the House of 
Representatives was in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, ALexanper Lona, a Representative 


from the second disteict of Obio, declared bimself in favor 
of recognizing the independenee and vatiowallty of the so- 
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calied confederacy néwiin arms agalusf the Union; and 


-_——-— = ~ = 
—_—_ »_—- -— _ -_ — 


| ence and Mationality of hit coafederacy , gy hich, 


whereas the gaid so-called confederacy, thus sought to be i 


recognized and established on the ruins of a dissolved or 
destroyed Union, Wie ag its chief offecrs; civil andmilitary, 
those who have added perjury to tieir treason, and who 
eek to obtain suceess for their parricidal efforts by the kill 
ing of the leyal soldiers of the nation who are sceking to 
savé it from destruction; and whereas the oath required 
of albmembers, and taken by the said ALexanperR Lona on 
the first day of the preseut Congress, declares ** that | have 
voluntarily given no aid, countenance, counscl, or encour 
agement tO persons engared in armed hostility tothe Uul 
ted States,?’ thereby declaring that such conductis regarded 
as inconsistent with meubership in the Congress of the 
United Stues: Therefore, 


Resolved, That ALEXANDER Lone, a Representative from | 


the second district of Olio, having, on the Sth of April, 1864, 
declared himself in favor of recognizing the independence 
and pationality of the. so-called confederacy now in arms 
against the [ uion, and thereby “ given aid, countenaice, 
and encouragement to persons eugaged in armed hostility 


to the United States,’’ is hereby expelled. 


Mr. Speaker, before presenting this resolution 
I re fl; ctr d, as it was my duty to do, seriously on 
the obligations under which, in consequence of my 
p sition, I feel [ am place 2 recognize that 
there is a double duty incumbeyt on me; first to 
the House of Representatives whose kindness has 
placed me in its principal chair, to administer the 
duties of that chair and the rules of the House 


faithfully and impartially to the best of my ability | 


and judgme nt. That, Tecan say s incerely and con- 
scientiously, L have endeavored to do, and stial! 
so endeavor until this Congress ¢xpires by its con- 
stitational limitation. But T feel that T owe still 
another duty to the people of the nibth congres- 
sional district of Indiana, who sent nge here as 


THE 


within your own walls, under your own flag, by 
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\Volpol, Perhaps; they coulf bdine here wit! 
}-blood,assoldiers, upon their skirts; 


one associated with you io the Government of |) seek to come here, if this is to ly . ade tay 
this country, was publicly avowed as his prefer- || Congress, fresh from the-eanclave of this « 
ence and his conviction. 1} erate congress, Saying to us, ** Wy, Mesut ny 
The genteman from Ohio, [Mr.Cox,] the col- || more at Richmond than has been dope yo, 
league of the gentioman {Mr. Lone} named in 4} floor by the member from the s: ond q ee 


this re solution, I see claiming the floor opposite, 
and I havethis to say befure 1 close my remarks, 
which I shall not extend to much length, that if 
any gentleman from the other side of the House 
feels it would be more proper for any of them, 
having been in the same political affiliation with 
the gentleman from Ohio, to show his disappro- 
bation of these remarks by offering a resola- 


tion of this kind, 1 will gladly withdraw mine 


! and allow them to offer it. 


their Representative to speak and act and vote || 


in their stead. {tisin canformity with this latter 
duty to those who cannot speak here for them- 
selves and who, I believe, would indorsé the sen- 
timent of this resolution, that [ have felt it my 
duty to rise in my place asa member of Congress 
from the State o 

won. 


near me, or to that one particularly referred to | 
in this resolution, that itis prompted by no spirit | 


of personal unfriendliness toward him. My re- 
lations’ with him personally have been cordial 
during the entire time that we have occupied seats 
asmembers, Nothing hasmarred those relations. 
But 1 rise to offer this resolution in the perform- 
ance of a high public duty which I felt 1 could not 
myself shirk or evade. Itisa duty I owe, not 
only to those of my constituents who are athome, 
but to the many thousands of them who are in 
the tented fields meeting the armies of the con- 
federncy in deadly conflict and éxposing their 
lives for the safety and perpetuity of this imper- 


Indiana and offer this resolu- | 


History, sir, with its 
impartial pen willstate he reafter, if not now, that 
it would be more fitting and more appropriate they 
should have dene here (but what none have Seen 
fitto do) what I have thought my duty—offer 
this resolution. 

Now, sir, if by the quietand tacit assent of this 


House as a House of Representatives this sénti- || 


ment is to go unquestioned by the Representatives 
of the Unted States of America here assembled, 
then I say you should stop shooting your desert- 


ers from the Army, for they have not turned their | 


backs upon the obligation which they have as- 
sumed any more ipfluentially by their leaving the 
flag which they had boutid themselves to sustain 


than has a gentleman who will rise in his place in | 


Congress and state that he is in favor of the mén 


who seck the destruction of this land and the dis- || 


solution of the Union by recognizing them as one 
of the nations of the carth. Nay, more. You 
should call uo more soldiers into the field to en- 
deavor by the peril of theirlives to save this coun- 
try, because it is a solemn mockery to do if from 
this [lall shall go forth words of cncouragement 


| to strengthen those arrayed against them in an 
1 need scarcely say to gentlemen on the other || 
side of the House, or to my own fellow-members | 


unholy and parricidal work. If we allow this'to 
pass here ubquestioned and unrebuked, how tan 
we deny to others abroad’ the right to recognize 
the establishment of the so-called southern con- 
federacy among the nations of the earth? Can 
you propose to go to war with any foreign nation 


| who may do this and yet, by opposing this reso- 


| lution, j 


iled Union. Nay,more, sir, L owe it to the many || 


widowed and orphaned families in my district 
whose natural protectors have been stricken down 
by the bloody hand of treason, and lost to them 
in this world forever. 

1 believe in the freedom of speech. [have not 
heard anything on this floor during this Congress 
that would have prompted me to offer this reso- 
lution except the remarks made yesterday by the 

entleman from Ohio, (Mr. Lona.) He declared 
distinctly, in so many words, that he was in fevor 
of the recognition of this so-called confederacy, 
and recognition is the recognition of its independ- 


ence and its nationality as one among the nations | 
The flag of this confederacy was | 


of the carth. 
thus boldly unfurled here by a gentleman who had 
taken the oath at the opening of Congress—and 
E have no doubt trathfully—that up to that time 
he had not given anyaid, countenance, or encour- 
agement to those who are engaged in armed hos- 
tility against the United States. Believing that 
that oath shows that those who do thu’ give aid 
and countenance and encouragement to those en- 
gaged in armed hostility against the United States 
are not worthy of membership here in a Congress 
of the United States, I felt it my duty at least to 
ask the House of Representatives t6 pass their 
judgment upon it, 

1 have offered this resolution not os the result 
of a consultation with any persons upon the floor 
of this. House, but upon my sole and entire re- 


sponsibility; and | say here deliberately and | 


solemnly that if what fell from the lips of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Lone] yesterday is to pass 
unrebuked by this House, thea you have no right 
to complain of any foreign Government on the 
face of thie earth that recognizes the independ- 


ustify and indorse the open avowal of a 
similar desire in this Hall? 

Mr. Speaker, we have seen since this rebel- 
lion opened the other branch ofthe Federal 'Con- 
gress, at the opposite end of the Capitol, expelling 
a Senator from my own Staté. What for? Por 
sending a letter of introduction by a gentleman to 
the rebel chief who presides at Richmond. For 


| that letter of introduction, thus giving aid and 


comfort to those in armed hostility to the United 
States, the Senate of the United States expelled 
him by atwo-thirds vote. J have nothing to say 
in regard to the politics of my own State, but [ 
have this to say, that a Legislature sat afterwards 
in my State of the same political yiews witli the 
expelled Senator, and they had the power to efect 
two United States Senators, one for the long term 
and another for the short term. ~A majority of 
that Legislature, sir, recorded their votes of ap- 
proval of the action of the Senate by refusing to 
send—although they had the power—that Sena- 
tor back to his seat in the Umited States Senate. 
One or two years ago, perhaps less than onic 
year ago, Ohio was excited by the arrest of a for- 
mer member of Congress for declaring m strong 
language his hostility to a military order. His 
friends went before the people in that State on 
the issue of the injustice done him, and by a ma- 
jority of one hundred thousand they declared theit 
approbatiomof that act of military authority, mid 
the highest court of judicatute ih our land, ‘the 
Suprenie Court of the United States, refused’ the 
other day to reopen or review that judgment. 
Mr. Speaker, [have but a word more to say, 
when TI will leave the floor to the gentléman front 
Ohio, [Mr. Cox,] who secks it.’ Tf this bold and 
fraiik avyowal, for bold and frank it’ was, by a 


| member of Congress ‘representing a free digtriét 


in a loyal State, if this is to go unrebuked by this 
House, Task you how you are to close these 
doors against those who are now sitting at Rich- 
mond in the confederate congress) those wld have 


| not béén jn arms against the United States’ bat 


have been sitting in’that cotigréss giving aid and 
comfort to the arms of the Tebellion aguinst the 
United States? Their hands are stained’with tio 


| Ohio in your presence, unrebuked 

|| by Congrtss.” é 

| “Btit it is because of its effect abroad that 1} 

| offered this resolution. If there is any d he 

threatening our imperiled Union after ‘the vie 
of our soldiers has cased’ the ten of the Mt " 
lion to become** small by degrees aiid fbuee e 

i less,’? it is the recognition Of the confederarw 


Upon tl 


! 
| 
| 
v 
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foreign nations. On a motion of the emuts.2 
|| fron’ Maryland’ [Mr. Davis] the other day va 
|| House by a unanimous Vote, in which | i, 

|| the gentleman from the second district 


j | 
| 


rr . 

ig 
eve 
5. Of Ohijo 
participated, declared tliat we would not all 


any foreign country to planta nation oy the, . 
trate ruins ofa republic auy where upon the Am 
iéan continent; and yet, sir, When we fsbo va 
our silence to a proposition to recognize this oar 

|| federaty, we not only assent to the plantine or. 

| foretgn nation upon tlie soil of this continens ts 

/one upon the soi of our own beloved Urion 
Nay, more than that, when he has sven, wien | 


have seen, when you have scen, and every rele 
ber upon this floor has séen the emissarieg of 1 
|| rebel confederacy bowing the knee to every 
ereign in Europe, asking an alliance with’! 
| and saying in Uheir confederate coneress thyt ¢| 
would prefer allegiance to a foreign prince | 
|| remain part and parece! of this Unidn, do nor we 
know that when their independence is acknowl 
edged and recognized there will be an alliane i 
their weakness, to make them Stronger, with any 
foreigh Nation, power, or potentate that secs ft 
to-enter into treaties with them, and then noon 
that ‘soil, oncé belonging to tlre United States. 
| foreign atmies will be landed and. their forces 
| joined to that of those traitors to invade ovr own 
| country and destroy our armies and even the |ib- 
| erties of our people? Youd have no right to poss 
| resolations like that offered by the gentleman trom 
Maryland, warning foreign nations, if upon your 
| own floor and by your deliberate assent and w 
| 
| 


18 
sor 


" 
y 


y 





you declare ahd avow the sentiments uttered here 
| yesterday by refusing to rebuke and conden 
them. | have now performed my duty, and leav 
the rest to’the House. ; 
Mr: COX. 1 approach this matter with be- 
coming seriousness, The extraordinary spcetacle 
| is presented ‘of our Speaker descending from the 
chair to make a motion toexpel one of the mem- 
| bers of this House for words spoken in debs 
| The occasion calls for more than the usual gravity 
of delibetation.. 1 was not present when my ¢ 
leagué'f[Mr, Lone] made the remarks which have 
ealted out this resolution. Iam told by members 
around me that his remarks do not bear the in- 
terpretation given to them by the’speech and res 
olution of the honorable Speaker. Before a res- 
olution Of this startling nattire was introduced we 
should’ have had the official report of those re- 
marks in the Globe.” If action be demanded for 
the expulsion of a Representative of the people, 
for the exercise Of his cogstitutional rigiit of free 
débate, we should Have the most authentic record 
of that-debate. As'I am informed, the language 
of my colleague was’ so qualified as to make lt 
far less objectionable than the statement of itt 
the resolution. S:ill, sir, it may be obnoxiots, 
and yet there may be no just ground for this pro- 
ceeding of expulsidn. 
Had I been ini ‘ity seat yesterday, with al! due 
respect to my colleague, | should have promptly 
risen anid disavowed, on behalfof all thedeltge 
tion from Ohio with whom I have conversed, a" 
sentiments uttered by him or any one else, !ook- 
itig to the recognition of the confederate gover 
ment as un independent Power. ‘So far as fem 
learn, there is not a member actiig with this side 
of the Flouse, unless it be my colleague, who ® 
| not opposed ‘in’ every conceivable view, ditect'y 
or indirectly, to such recognition. cal 
I speak earnestly and consciously of this, S 
cause an attempt was made yesterday to ma" 
partisan capital for the other side ont of the spe" 
of my collengtie:’ But it should be borne nm, 
| that he said that*he spoke only for himsc Sp: 
| not for ‘his perty. He was frank, true, and hopes 
| in thet'avowel.” Ee did fot speak, nor prop’ 
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‘ik, for his party. He did not speak forhis 


neratic colleagues. i 

D y re cently we have hada convention ofthe 

’ hoe atic people of Olio, representing over one 

ear J deiglty-five thousand voters, 
ere ae = 


tiods $i, BO senuments were uttered: and 
eunloll,s ® 


i 


as been taken. 

whose name was presented to that 
Oy eon as a delagate to the Democratic na- 
Har conveNtioiie who avowed sentiments look- 
nal 


excepuol b 
v person 


° coward the recognition of the confederate 
Me and who printed a learned and able pam- 
BLAS, * - | 
yr to circulate among the members of the con- 


xposition of his views, received buta 
votes among several hundred in that conven- 
re showing that the Democrats of Ohio, for 
weak, ave Net prepared in any shape, 
lausible, to accept the disimtegrating 
Our the 
conteary, the Demoerati¢ people of that State, 
wheu the war came, which they endeavored but 
failed to averly rallied to the defense of this Gov- 
ernment. They sustained iin every emergency. 
We, the members Upon this side of the House, 
had and yet have our brothers and our friends in 
the Army doing baule for the Republic, although 
they do not agree With the peculiar African pol- 
“ noysued by this Administration. 


yenuion, ub © 


ony 
whom l 3} 


hawevet P iad . - 
doctrine to which this resoluuon refers. 


ycles pu 


Me. WASHBURNE, of Hiinois. Abyssinian. 


[Laughter.} 


Mr. COX. 1 think that idle pleasantry of my | 
It was | 


friend over the way is nearly worn out. 
yory stale when it was started here by him, and it 
does not become the gravity of this occasion, how- 
ever muchi it may accord with his instincts. It 
proceeds rather from the brains which were lo- 
cated bya brother member in his knuckles, than 
from any other brains which he has, (Laughter. | 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of dilinois. Better have 
bras in you kouekles than no brains at all. 
(Cries of ** Orders?’ 

Me. COX. L do not wish to be disturbed any 
more by that gentleman. He has not any sense 
of decent debate, or he would not interrupt me in 
this manner, Without rising or without my per- 
mission. | doubt whether-he has any sense atall 
wien he touches the negro question, or he would 
not drag in his old joke, so unseemly under cir- 
cumstances as grave as the present. 

| referred to the position of the Ohio Democ- 
mey with pride, beeause of the imputations thrown 
upon them by my colleague on the other side, 
(Mr.Garriecp.) He followed the speech of my 
colleague from the second district, {Mr. Lone,] 
and strove to make political points for his party, 
not by misrepresenting him so much as by mis- 
representing the Democracy. 

Now, | propose to show that if the sentiments 
aiributed to my colleague are unpatriotic and 
treasonable, the -prominent men of the Repub- 
lea) party are amenable, for similar sentiments, 
to he same condemnation. There is seareely a 
leading member of the opposite party, from the 
Execative down, Who is not committed in doc- 
(rue if not in practite to the separation of these 
Siaes. I shall show that members opposite de- 
terveexpalsion by the same rule whichthey would 
mete out to my colleague, 

I pass over for the present the sacred, consti- 
tauonal right to free debate in this Chamber of 
American Representatives, and proceed to show 


‘THE CONGRESSIONA 


In that | 


. uld have been tolerated like those to which | 
paw On the contrary, the | 





“ Resolved, That the restoration ef the Union as it ex 
isted prior tothe rebellion would be a greater calamity than 
the rebellion itself. since it would giye new. life to the ¢ ir 
repressible conflict,* and entail upott the nation another 
cycle of bitter coptention aud civil war. 

* Resolved, ‘Tuat the seceded Stvtes ean only be. put 
down, ifatall, by boing regarded as outof constitutional re 
Jations with the Unton, aud ly belig assailed upou princi 
ples of ordinary warfare as between separate nations 

** Resolved; That it is a matter for serious reflection 
whether anouer election of President nust uot supervene 
before the rightful authority ofthe nation cau be established; 
and whether fn the mean the itis nota flagrant waste ol 
our energies 10 continue the war. 


* Resolved, That unless the army ofthe west shall have | 


swept through the valley of the Mississippi to its mouth, 
and the army of the Potomacannibilate the legions of Lee 
and Jackson, thus subverting the military power of the re 
vellion within a reasonable time, the best interests of the 
country and humanity will require a cessation of hostiti 
lies, 


* Resolved, That the States of the North composing the 


American natiop, and wielding its power, must ever re 

main one and indivisible on the basis of freedom for all, 
Without distinetion of race, color, or condition ; that their 
Wiissiou Dust Cver be to exiend their own civilization over 
the entire continent, and that whatever derangements, dif 
ficulties, cheeks, or deveats they may eneounter, they must 
forever cherish and parsue the inspiring idea of nationality 
and continental dominion.”’ 


From which it will appear that, after affirming | 


the irrepressible coniiet, it was resolved that the 
American Union consisted only of those States 
which are now loyal to the Federal Constitution; 
that the restoration of the old Unien would be a 
greater calamity than the rebellion itself; that the 
seeeded States should be regarded as out of eou- 
stitutional relations with the Union; that until the 
election of another President it was a flagrant 
waste of our energies to continue the war, Docs 
the honorable Speaker remember that those reso- 
lutions. recognized that only the States North 
composed the American Urion? If he did, why 
did not.this sensitive gentieman, [Mr. Coirax, | 
who. was not thenin the chair butupon the floor, 
come forward with a resolution)for the expulsion 
of lus friend Mr. Conway? | Lask the Speaker to 
respond to that question. Why did you not do 


it, sir? Js sucha resolution fair toward a member 


on this side and unfair toward a member on the 
other? You were for free speech and free resolu- 
tion then; Lam for itnow as then. Why do you 
pursue my colleague to disgrace him when you 
did notlisp a word about expelling one from your 
own ranks who was in favor of disparting the old 
Union and recognizing the nationality of the south- 
ern confederacy? ‘The Speaker does not, for he 
cannot,answer. I will yield to him to respond. 

Mr. COLFAX. The gentleman from Indiana 
claims the floor whenever he sees fit to claim 1, 
and declines speaking in the midst of the speech 
of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman is distinguished as 
well for his prudence as for-his sagacity. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio if he believes that Mr. Conway ought 
to have been expelled from the last Congress un- 
der the circumstances ? 

Several Memsers. Oh, that is not the question. 

Mr. COX: When the gentieman on the other 
side answers my question. will answer him. I 
willdo itanyhow. | do not think that he should 
have been expelled any more than we should ex- 
pel the distinguished geutleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. Srevens} for his speech ia favor of re- 
garding the confederacy as a de factogovernment, 
and that war should be carried on against it, ac- 
cording to the Jaw of ations, as an independent 


) ‘ 
GLOBE. 
. SEE Ee 
tion, on this particular he will find that 1 take 
most decisive ground “against the posiuon of the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania, and therein deny 


= toto the doctrine that these are a foreigir peor 
pie, 


1507 


On the contrary, | theréin claim thes they 
aren the Union, and that all the obhigauons of 
the Constitution overhang them, 


: But in puting 
down this rebellion we have been told by the 
Supreme Court that we are to pursue them by the 
laws of war, the same as the laws between for- 
eign nations, but not thereby admitting that they 
are a foreign nation. P 

Mr. COX. Well, I cannot understand that 
distinction, but I accept it, and then Lask my col- 
league, if he holds that the confederacy is not aa 
independent nation, and if he thus antagonizes 
the position of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
why is he not in favor of expelling that gentle 
man for holding that doctrine and avowme it 
openly. Did | understynd that my colleague does 
not follow the leader of his party in this House 
upon this doctrine? 1 pause if my colleague will 
favor me with a reply. 

Mr.GARFLELD, | deaw a moat marked and 
broad distinction: between the ommion of the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Penusylvania and the 
opinions of my colleague from the second desiriet, 
[Mr.Lone.} The gentleman from Penasylvania 
is in favor of proseeuung, the war te Uie utter- 
most to bring back these revolted Suites. The 
member from ihe second district of Obie is op- 
posed, in the first place, to all further prosecution 
of the war; In the second place, he holds that all 
compromise is impossible; andin the third place, 
he declares openly an favor of throwing up the 
white flag and acknowledging that they have con- 
quered us and are independent, and that we will 
call back our armics afd make noattempt, cither 
by conference or by war, to restore the Union, 
There is the difference. 

Mr. TUAYER, = | wish to make a statement, 
Lam sure jhe gentleman from Ohio-will not ob- 
ject. 

Mr. COX. 
moment, 

Mr. THAYER. L simply wish to remind the 
gentieman from Ohio that my colleague to whom 
he has referred [Mr. Stevens] is not in his seat, 
being detained therefrom by sickness. 1 think, 
therefore, itis letter not to indulge in these re- 
marks in regard to him in his absenee. 

Mr. COX. Oh! Me. Speaker, the remarks of 
the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylania are 
as well known as his great capacity. ‘They are 
printed. Lwilldo him no jnjustice, but quote them 


1 will yield to the gentleman one 


| here: 


“It is, however, essential to ascertain what relation the 
seceded States bear to the United States, that we may know 
how to deal with them in reéstablishing the national Gov- 
eroment. ‘There seems to be great confusion of ideas 
and diversity of opinion on that subject, Soue think that 
those States are still in the Union and entitied to the pro 
tection of the Constitution and laws of the United States, 


|| and that they, notwithstanding all they bave done, may 


at any time, without any tegisiation, come back, send 
Senators and Representatives to Congress, and enjoy all 


| the privileges and immunities of loyal members of the 


United States. That whenever those * wayward sisters? 
choose to abandon their frivolities and preseut themscives 
af the door of the Union and demand admission, we wut 
receive them with open arms, and throw over them the 
protecting shichd of the Union, of which it is said they 
bad never ceased to be members. Others hold that, hav. 
ing committed treason, renounced their allegiance to the 
Union, discarded its Constitution aud Jaws, organized a 


" | distinet and hostile government, aud lry voree of arms hav 
sbnoxious, that this resolution comes with a bad grace from || Power established by its arms and recognized by | ——— = ee ot ae ee ee 
or this pt that quarter in whieh so much sedition and rev- || the nations.., The member from Pennsylvania, || ft 2% ciepes eS haillecteit tore ter teaon patipas. and 

olution has been expressed and acted. (Mr. Stevens,} if Tremember his speech on that || 6ur own Government, the Constitution and laws of the 
vith all due And first, t desire to ask of the Spéaker if he || subject, quoted. Vattel in favor of his policy, which | Union are abrogated so far as they are coneermed, and 


e piomptly bad forgotten when he penned this resolution that 


7 he predicated upon the idea of the independence 
the delega- i last Congress a most acute member of the Re- 


| that, as between the two belligerent«, they are ander the 
of the southern goverpment. 


laws of war and the laws Of nations alune, and that whiek- 


Ay, and my col- | 


1 , i? : : ; ever Power conquers may treat the vanquished as con 
versed, any —— party, in good standing and sweet fellow- || league, [Mr. Garrietp,} who is a fair debater || gyered provinces, and may impose upon thew such con 
else, look srip—Judge onway,of Kansas—not only made || generally, has taken the same ground as the gen- || ditions and lawé as it may deew best.” 

ate govern i markuble speech in favor-of the recognition of || tleman from Pennsylvania,holding that an insur- || Aguin he says: 

far as 1 can ve South, but offered solemn resolutions affirm || rection as formidable as this requires the laws of 


ith this side 
rue, who 8 


ng the heinous doetrine. Ifthe honorable Speaker 


"ss forgotten thé fact, let him turn to the Journal | 


war to be applied as between two distinct and 


“Ts the present coutest to be regarded as a public war, and 
tw be governed by the rates of civilized warfare, or only 


independent sovereignties.. The men who hald 
that doctrine are not the men to expel another 
member who holds to the same doctrine. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Will my colleague yie}d to | 
me for a moment? 

Mr. COX. With great pleasure. I would not 


as a domestic idsurrection, to be suppressed by crimina) 
| prosecutions befure the courts of tae Qcuntry ?”’ 


Il need not tell the House how the member 


ofthe House of December 15, 1862 e 69, and 
he will find the following seaiehhadeediones by 


Mr. Conw 
- Conway. [quote such of them as beur on the 
polnts in discussion: 


th aevatnet, That freedom and slavery cannot coexist in 
dail we Government without producing endless strive and 
Sind. aby Mat $@ house, divided, against itself.cannot | 
Resid that* this nation must be-all feeoralisiave? | 
Slates whiek That the American Union consisis of those 
Which are now loyal to the Federal Constitution. 


> . 
Ww, directly 





of this, be 
ay to mak 
f the sperch 
yrne rn mn 

fimself, on 

and honest 
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from Pennsylvamta answered this question. He 
founded upon it his argument in favor of confis- 
cation by the laws of nations and of war. He 
do my colleague any injustice. quoted from Judge Grier to prove the war a pub: 

Mr. GARFIELD. My colleague does dame || le war, and net a domestic insurrection. He 
injustice in whathe has just uttered. fhe will || constfucted an argument to show that this was 
do me the honor to:tead my speech on canfiaea- |! not a contest with individuals, but with Statey— 
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known under the corpornte name of the “con- || 
federate States.’ He held it to be idle to regard | 
individuals as making war. ** Waris made,”’ said 
he, ** by chartered or corporate communities, by 
fiations or States.’’ 


«When an insurrection becomes suffictently formidable 
to-entitte the party to belligerent rights, it places the con- || 
tending Powers on precisely the same footing as foreign ua- 
tions at war with each other.”’ e ° ° - 

‘* No ont acquainted with the magnitude of this contest 
ean deny wo it the character of a civilwar. For tearly three 
years the confederate States have maintained their decla- 
ration of independence by force of arms,’’ 

* 7 . + . *. . * * * 

* What, then, is the effect of this public war between 
these belifgerent, these foreign nations? Before this war 
the patties were bound together by a compact, by a treaty 
called a ‘Coustiiution” ‘They acknowledged the validity || 
of municipal laws mutually bindingon each. This war has 
wut asunder all these ligaments, abrogated all the obliga 
tions.’’ 


| 
| 
| 
| 


** What, then, is the effect of this public war 
between these belligerent, these foreign nations ?”’ 
Foreign nations! Foreign? Why? Because not 
under our Constitation, but alien from it by the | 
maintenance of their independence by force of 

r . i} 
arms. Nations? Having all the autonomy and | 
independence of a belligerent Power in Europe. 
Yet for these sentiments, who had the courage to 
question, censure, or propese to expel the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvama? Ah! heisa Republican, 
and has a dispensation from the higher powers || 
to recognize by his logic (which my colleague | 
unhappily followed) the existence of the South | 
isn separate nation. He is the leader of that side 
of the House, and may debate without question | 
these momentous issues. My colleague [Mr. | 
Lowe) followéd him in his premises, although he | 
drew another conclusion. The only difference || 
was between a Democrat and an abolitionrst. 

. * ‘ } 
Now, I ask my ¢olleague (Mr. Garriecp) 
whether he did not vote fora gentleman in Ohio for 
Lieutenant Governor who held the same doctrine 
of recognizing the southern confederacy? [refer 
to Lieutenant Governor Stanton, whoannaounced | 
that doctrine on this floor. He never was ex- 
pelled for it. No one sought then to abridge his | 
free debate. I heard his remarks. I will send 
them up to be read before my colleague answers 
the question, 

Mr. GARFIELD. If the gentleman will allow 
me, they can as well be read afterwards. 

Mr. COX. Letthem be read now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Mr. Speaker, when there were fifteen slaveholding 
States acknowledging allegiance to the Federal Govern- 
meni, and therefore having in their hands the power to | 
protect themselves against any invasion of their rights on 
the partof the Federal Government, it was a matter of very 
little consequence whether such an amendment as that waa 
ineorporated in the Constitution or not. But the state of 
the country is new radically and essentially changed. Seven 
or eight States now deny their allegiance to this Govern- 
ment, have organized a separate confederacy, and have 
deciared their independenceof this Government. Whether | 
that independence is to be maiatained orgnot is with the 
future, if theey shall maintain their position, and sustain 
the authorities there fora year or two Lo come, 80 as to show 
that nothing buta war of subjugation and conquest can 
bring them back, 1, for one, am disposed to receguize that | 


victory, to arise now and throw up the contest is 


| ment. 





independence.’’— Congressional Globe, February 23, 1861, 
page 1280. 

Mr. COX. I will now yield to my colleague 
to say whether he did not vote for that man as 
Lieutenant Governor of Ohio after it was known 
throughout the State that he thus favored the in- 
dependence of this confederacy? 

Mr.GARFIELD. Lanswer my colleague that 
i did not vote for that gentleman nor for any can- 
didate on the ticket that fall, for the simple reason 
that | was in the Army. If F had been in Ohio l 
should have voted for that gentleman, and I do 
not excuse myself on any other ground than the 
simple lack of being present at the timé of the 
election, 

Now, allow nie to say that there was a large 
class of men on both sides of the political ques- 
tions of that day who in the beginning of this war 
felt a doubt whether it was not better to let these 
people alone for a time, hoping that reason might 
return them by delay. There were others who 
aaid ‘*we cannot leavethem alone ;’’ and to thatclass 
belonged a number of distinguished gendemen in 
the parties on both sides, Thatis one thing. Bat || 
now, after that question has been tend | 





——————— 


after the great American people has determined on 
wer and determined on pm dewn the rebel- 
lion, afier three years of war have passed, and 
when we are almost in the hour of daylight and 


treason. 

Mr. COX. 
gentleman to answer my question, not to go off 
into a definition of what is treason in his judg- 
I would rather take the constitutional 
definition of treason. [do not think my friend 
takes the Constitution as his authority, for he 
has said twice on this floor that he would over- 
leap that Constitution. When you talk of treason, 


/and in the same breath talk of overleaping the 


Constitation, you are the traitor, if there be such 
a traitor in this House. - 

Mr.GARFIELD. Will the gentleman tell me 
what question it is that he desires I shall an- 
swer? 

Mr. COX. Ido not ask the gentleman any 
more questions, Iam satisfied with his position. 
It is enough that I have shown that he is not the 


| man to vote for the expulsion of any member for 
| expressing sentiments in favor of the recognition 


of this southern confederacy. Itis not for him who 
would have voted for a man who was im favor, 
in advance of war, of the recognition of the south- 
ern confederacy—and who thus encouraged the 


| rebels to proceed in their rebellion when it was 


in its bud—to refleet upon gentlemen on this side 


| of the House who have voted against secession, 


against recognition, and in favor of sustaining 
the war for the Union upon the proper policy. 
itis not forhim to censure orexpel my colleague, 
when he has declared that he himself would in 
some cases overleap the Constitution. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I only desire to say that 
my colleague misrepresents me, [ presume unin- 
tentionally, when he says that | have on two dis- 
tinct occasions deatwnid my readiness to overleap 
the Constitation, That I may set myself and him 
right on that question, | will say, once for all, that 
| have never uttered such a sentiment. What I 
have uttered is this: when asked if I would, under 
any circumstances, override the Constitution, | 
said this, and this only—premising, as | believed, 
that the Constitution was ample enough of itself 
to put down this rebellion, that its powers were 
most capa¢ious, and there was no need to over- 
ride it—that if such a time ever should come that 
the powers of the Constitution were not sufficient 
tosustain the Union, if that impossible supposition 
should ever prove true; (laughter from the Dem- 
ocratic side of the House,|then | would say that 
we have aright to do our solemn duty under God 
and go beyond the Constitution to save the cre- 
ators of the Constitution. 

Mr. COX. I am informed by the members 
around me, and | think that the report of my 
colleague’s remarks will show it in the Globe, 
that he put no condition like that he makes now. I 
ask gentlemen on both sides whether my colleague 
ever qualified his remarks by saying that it would 
be forever impossible in the future for the Con- 
stitution to be infringed by making war. Why 
make the statement of overleaping the Constitu- 
tion if it be forever impossible todo itin carrying 
on this war? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Will the gentleman allow 
me? 

Mr. COX. Certainly. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I said so in anewer to the 
question of my colleague now upon the floor. I 
said so, secondly, in answer to the gentleman from 
Illinois, and put the same question tohim. lex- 
plained it in the same way. ‘The gentleman is at 
liberty to look at the manuscript, which I have 
not yet seen, and may quote from it. 

Mr. GOX. I haveonly the Chronicle’s report 
of the debate of yesterday. Perhaps it is good 
authority for the members on the other side. I 
will quote from its report? 

“Mr. Garrietp then controverted his colleague’s po- 
sition. The issue was now made up. We should use the 
common weapons of war, If with these we should not 
succeed, he would take means, as he would against the 
savage who attacked himself or fainily. He would resort 
to any element of destruction, and, if necessary, he would 


fling all constitutional sanctions to the winds rather than 
lose his country.’’ 


Isthere anything about*‘ impossible” conditions 


there? 
Mr. GARFIELD. 
the condition. 
Mr. COX. No, sir, it is not there. 
Mr. GARFIELD. It is there. 
Mr. COX. No, it is not there. 


** If necessary;”’ there is 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





Mr. Speaker, I only asked the || 
| tence. 
| impossibility of the Constitut 
| cient to put down the rebellior 
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Mr. GARFIELD.' I appeal to the 


. . . S coe 

whether it is not upon his ti Peaker 
n his lips hot and wet? 

Mr. COX. That is in regard to oa ; 


the last gen, 
{Laughter.] There is nothing abouts, 


10N proving insuff. 
1, and in Which cage 


alone he would overleap it. Overleap an imp 
08. 


sibility! 1 would like to see the performance 

Another question. f remember that a 
league, on the confiscation bill, said that hon a 
under certain cireumstances Overleap the Cons 
tution. What did he mean then by that? “apo 
debate his language was precisely this: ~ 

* T would not break the Constitution a 
become necessary to overleap its barri 
ernment and the Union.’? 

> tae : ys 

_ Nothing about the impossibility of ever break. 
ing the Constitution, not a word or syllable. ¢ 
he contemplates its breach for certain soa 
My colleague cannot escape from the dilem “ 
which he is placed. And yet he Widerudes 
make political capital out of the speech of m oh 
league from the second district after such Le 
rations! If he does not, gentlemen on that side of 
the House do. They are, I learn, subseribins 
for that speech by hundreds and thousands to dig 
tribute it for partisan purposes; and yet they have 
advocated the very heresies upon which they 
ground the present accusation, and give them cir. 
culation by sending out the speech of my col. 
league. I want it understood that the Repub. 
lican members who have favored recognition anq 
favored the men who favored it, are now striving 
to expel a member for the same license of speech 
which they have indulged; that at home they 
have favored for high offices a public characte 
who took ground in favor of recognizing the re. 
bellion if it should maintain itself * for & year or 
two.’”? [might well ask my colleague, in view of 
his position, whether he did not know that those 
were the sentiments of Governor Stanton when 
he would have voted for him if he had been 
at home? To come to the question; was he not 
thus committed to the policy of dissolving the 
Union if the rebellion could sustain itself for q 
year or two? Then I ask him, how much better 
is he than the member whom he seeks to expel! 
W herein does he differ from that member upon 
this subject of recognizing lawlessness? More 
than that; the gentleman’s party in Ohio favored 
Benjamin Stanton for Lieutenant Governor know. 
ing his sentiments to be similar to those attributed 
to my colleague. More than that; they elecieda 
man Senator from Ohio who had uttered the same 
sentiments as the sentiments of that party. He 
is the personal and political friend of my colleague. 
I mean Senator Wane. I will send his remarks 
to the Clerk’s desk to be read, that we may know 
who are in favor of dissolution and recognition. 

The Clerk read as follows, from the Congres 
sional Globe of the third session of the Thirty- 
Fourth Congress, page 25: 


* But southern gentlemen stand here, and, in almost all 
their speeclies, speak of the dissolution of the Union as a 
element of every argument, as though it were a peculiar 
condescension on their part that they permitted the Union 
to stand at all. Ifthey do not feel interested in upholding 
this Union, if it really trenches on their rights, if it endan- 

ers their institutions to such an extent that they cannot 
fel secure under it, if their interests are violently assailed 
by means of this Union, I am not one of those whio expect 
that they willlong continue under it. I a@m not one of tho 
who would ask them to continue in such a Union. It would 
be doing wiolence to the platform of the party to which Tue 
long. e have adopted the old Declaration of Iudepent- 
énce as the basis of our political movement, which declares 
that any people, when their Government ceases to protect 
their rights, when itis so subverted from the true purpose? 
of government as to oppress them, have the right to recur 
to fundamental principles, and, if need be, to destroy the 


tall, unless jy shoulg 
€rs to save the Goy. 


Government er which they live, and to erect onits ruint 
andther more conducive to their welfare. I hold that they 
have this right. I will not blame any people for exeroung 


it, whenever they think the contingency has come. | certain 
stall be the advocate of that same doctrine whenever! fied 
that the principles of this Government have become 8° °F 
pressive to the section to which I belong that a free people 
vught not longer to endure it. You will not then find we 
backward in being the advocate of disunion ; but that com 
tingency never having come, I have never yet opened MY 
niouth in opposition to the Union. [ have never ne 
tained a thought disloyal to this Union. But I a 
Heaven’s sake, act, not talk. [am tired of this eterna! 
of ¢ dissolution of the Union ’ which is brougtt up on all 
casions and thrust into our faces as though we of the ra 
had some peculiar reasons for maintaining the Union a 
the southern States have not. I hope the Union will co 
tinue forever. I believe it may continue forever. 


nothing at present whieh F think should dissolve it; ov" if 


the gentlemen sce it, I say — that -tliey have the same 
interest. tw wuantataag this Union, in my judgment, that 
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we of the North have, 


If they Gank they REY Dot be it 

oe annot forcibly hold men in this Union; for the at- 
- 4 — coum tome, would subvert the first prin- 
tempt 10° ¢ Goverument under which we live.” 


ciples COX Now, there is the broadest doctrine 
a eaae in favor of the right of revolution and 
laut os the right of coercion. ‘It would be do- 
oan lence to the platform of the party to which 
ing on says the Republican leader of Ohio, 
ave oak the South to continue in sucha Union.” 
: vou cannot forcibly hold men in this Union— 

ald subvert the first principles of the Goverh- 
pis » Ah! you reélected him Senator after those 
- ‘als ‘and now would you expel men for the 
ae avowals? If they are treason in a Repre- 
ive what are they in a Senator? 
wr ask my colleague if he did not sustain that 
Senator? Did he not vote for him for Senator, 

would be not have voted for him? 
OMe GARFIELD. I had not the pleasure of 

dant for the distinguished Senator from north- 
pn Ohio, but it would have given me great pleas- 
= and bad { had that ptivilege 1 should have 
enjoyed it and acted upon it. 

Mr. COX. Does the gentleman approve of Sen- 
ator Wave's doctrine? 

Mr.GARFIELD. Will the gentleman allow 
mea moment? _ 

Mr. COX. With great pleasure. 

Mr.GARFIELD. I wish to send to the desk 
to be read— a 

[Cries of ** No!” “No! ’’} ‘ 

Mr. COX. If it does not come out <a time 
j will not object. [Cries of ** Well! ’’** Well!” 
and “No! ”? * Not” 

Mr. GARFIELD. I recall the paper. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman indicate what 


it is? : 7 

Mr.GARFIELD. I will only say in refer- 
ence to this colloquy that if I cannot make m 
part of the colloquy as I choose, | will make it 
when the gentleman has concluded his remarks. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman éah have the paper 
read if he pleases. 1 shrink from no responsibil- 
ity in this debate. ; 

‘Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to have read an au- 
thority which the gentleman himself 1 think ac- 
knowledges. It is upon the same point that has 
just been in debate between us, and when it ia 
read I have se word to say. — 

Mr. COX. ho is the authority? 

Mr.GARFIELD. Thomas Jefferson. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Jefferson, in a letter to J. B. Colvin, Sep- 
tember 20, 1810, says: 

“The question you propose, whether circumstances do 
not sometimes oceur which make it a daty in officers of 
high trust to assume authorities beyond the law, is easy of 
rolution in principle, but sometimes embarrassing in prac- 
tice. A strict observance of the written laws is doubtless 
one of the highest duties of a good citizen, but it is notthe 
highest. The laws of necessity, of self-preservation, of 
saving Our country When in danger, are of higher obliga- 
tion. To lose our country by a scrupulous adherence to 
Written law would be to lose the law itself, with life, lib- 
erty, property, and all those who are enjoying them with 


Ws thus absolutely sacrificing the end to the means.—Jef- 
ferson’s Works, vol. 5, p. 542. 


Mr.GARFIELD. I have only to state that 
that paper states, more ably and more eloquentl 
than I can, the very doctrine which I have rhc 4 
and for which the gentleman condemns me. 

Mr, COX. Now, I do not know as to the au- 
eee of that quotation presented by the gen- 
Yeman, but if the gentleman quotesit for the pur- 
pose of vindicating the lawlessness against the 
United States authorities which has been rampant 
in that part of Ohio where he lives, just as it was 
prevalent in South Carolina, I doubt if Jefferson 
would have sanctioned such a pernicious and dis- 
organizing practice. I know the gentleman and 
hisparty are in favor ofa higher law than the Con- 
“tution, or the laws made in pursuance thereof, 
when, in their opinion, those laws im pinge upon 
their consciences. But I deny all onan seditious 
‘nd anarchical doctrine. Notwithstanding every 
tuthority, whether it be from Jefferson, Wade, 
“my colleague, I deny utterly the right of any 
ate Secessionist or abolitionist, to infract or nul- | 
et law of the United States or any clause of | 
ue cnstitution, for any purpose. I am in favor 
‘ tenforcement of the laws every where equally | 
wy cvery citizen of the United States, But my | 
aes gue takes the other ground, and quotes Je/- | 
ware 'o sustain it, But with such a lawiess | 
. wees how can he vote for the expulsion of | 

Y trend from Ohio because, as it is alleged, he | 


ee 





maintained the same principle? How can a de- utte 


fender of law-breakers expel another for recog- 
nizing the breach of the very fundamental law of 
the Union? 

But I asked my colleague a question to which 
he did not respond. It was whether he was in 
favor of the sentiments of Senator Wade in refer- 
ence to the right of revolution and against coer- 
cion. He said he would have voted for him. 
W here does that place my colleague? In the cate- 
gory of my friend from Cincinnati, according to 
the allegation. Elow,then,can my colleague vote 
for the expulsion of a man who agrees with him 
and with his Senator; and who agrees with an- 
other and the principal light of the Republican 
petty? Horace Greeley in his paper states what 

will send to the Clerk to be read for the informa- 
tion of the gentleman. 

The Clerk read the following from the New 
York Tribune of the 2d of March, 1861: 


‘© We have repentedig said, and we once more insist, that 
the great principle embodied by Jefferson in the Declaration 


from the consent of the governed, is sound and just; and 
that, if the slave Stites, the cotton States, or the Gulf States 


only, choose to form an independent nation, they have a | 


moral right to do so!” 


Mr. COX. 
he favors that doctrine of Horace Greeley? He 


has been hitherto very prompt to answer. I have 
given himevery chance. He has noexcuse now, 


and I beg my friend of the Abyssinian joke [laugh- | 


ter} not to interrupt him. Task my friend if he 
agrees with Mr. Greeley in the doctrine which he 
laid down? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I will say.to the gentleman 
that I did not attend to the reading. 

Mr. COX. My colleague is generally very 
sharp in hearing everything that falls from this 
side of the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope my friend will not 
intimate in any way whatever that | am not per- 
fectly willing to answer every question he sees fit 
to proponnd to me. 

Mr. COX. I will have it read again for the 
benefitof my colleague, for I have respect for the 
opinion of my colleague. 

The article was again read. 

Mr. COX. lLask my colleague whether he be- 
lieves in that ‘* moral right of the Gulf or cotton 
States to make an independent nation ?”’ 

Mr. GARFIELD. 1 am perfectly willing to 
answer the gentleman, if he will proceed with his 
own remarks, and I can then get the floor. I 
would prefer to answer him categorically then. 

Mr. COX. 1 will give the gentleman a chance 
to answer as | go along. It isso much more in- 
teresting. I like thatdramatic and vivacious form 
of debate. My colleague is so apt and ready in 
debate. 

Mr. GARFIELD. 
gentleman is through. 

Mr. COX. I am afraid people will draw a 
wrong conclusion from my colleague’s refusal to 
answer. He may not get a chance to answer to- 
day. But as he seems unwilling, | ask the priv- 
ilege of printing a few more extracts from the 
great editorial light of his party, Mr. Greeley, 
in reference to letting the southern States go. No- 
body every attempted to expel him out of the Re- 
publican party for such sentiments. 

“If the cotton States shall become satisfied that they can 
do better out of the Union than in it, we insist on the tet- 
ting them go in peace. Theright to secede may be a revo- 
lutionary one, but it exists nevertheless,”’ . . ad 
‘¢We mustever resist the right of any State to remain In the 
Union and nullify or defy the laws thereof. To withdraw 
from the Union is quite another matter; whenever a consid- 
erable section of our Union shall deliberately resolve to go 
out, we shall resist all coercive measures designed to keep 
itin. We hope never to live ina republic whereof one sec- 
tion is pinned to another by bayonets.”—Tribune of No- 
vember 9, 1860. 

** If the cotton States unitedly and earnestly wish to with- 
draw peacefully from the Union, we think they should and 


would be allowed to do so. Any attempt to compel them 
by force to remain would be contrary to the prineiples 


I prefer to wait until the 


enunciated in the inmortal Declaration of Independence— | 


contrary to the fundamental ideas on which human liberty 
is based.”— Tribune, November 26, 1860. 

“If it (the Declaration of Independence) justified the 
secession from the British Empire of three million eolo- 
nists in 1776, we donot see why it would not jastify the 
secession of five million seuthrons from the Uniou in 861.’ 
Tribune, December 17, 1860. 

“ Whenever it shall be clear that the great body of the 
southern people have become conclusively alienated from 
the Union,and anxious to sca 


|} tion. 
Now, I ask my colieague whether 








»from it, we will do our | 


best to forward their views.”—Tyilune, February 23, 1861. | 


Can it be possible that such opinions have been 
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red and the paper not suppressed? Can it ba 








| that members who read it approvingly, day by 


of Independence, that Governments derive theirjust powers |! 


day, seek to expel a member of this House for 
copying its worst features? Why was net the 
Constitution overleaped’? to suppress that jours 
hal and exile its editor? Gentlemen oppostte 
take this journal and swear by it as the gospel of 
emancipation and the exponent of Repablican pol- 
icy. They cannot get along without it, Why, 
then, are they so sensitive when it is alleged that 
a Democrat is going in the direction pointed out 
by their own shining beacon? 

Mr. Speaker, J need not ask my colleague 
whether he voted for Abraham Lincoln for Pres- 
ident. I know that he did. 1 do not know 
whether he favors Mr. Lincoln or General Fré- 
mont for the next Presideney, but I know that so 
far as the past is concerned he is committed to 
Mr. Lincoln and to his record and sentiments. 
I propose to have read, for the information of my 
colleague, an extract from a speech made by Mri 
Lincoln, of Liinois, on the 14th of February, 1848, 
and printed by Gideon & Co. especially for cir 
culation among such gentlemen as my eolleagne, 


| Llere is the extract, and to it L solicit his atlems 


= Se = 





L ask him if he approves of the doewines 
If he does, he cannot consistently vote for the ex 
pulsion of my colleague. The Clerk will read 
from the original and genuine document. 

The Clerk read as follows, from the pam phiets 

“Any. people, anywhere, being inclined and having the 
power, have aright to rise up ord ate oF the existing Gop- 
ernment and form a new one that suits them better."’ 

Mr.COX. 1 may be allowed, before the Clerk 
reads any further, to call the attention of the dis- 
tinguished Speaker to thatextract. He voted for 
Mr. Lincoln, Nobody knows whether he is for 
himornotnow. [Laughter.} LI wantto ask him 
whether he approves of the doctrine. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“This isa most valuable, a most sacted right, a right 
which we hope and believe is to liberate the world. Nor 
is this right confined to cases in which the whole people of 
an existing Government may choose to exercise it. .dny 
portion of such people that can, may revolutionize and may 


| make their own so much of the territory as they inhabit. 


More thau this, @ majority of any portion of such people 


| may revolutionize, putting down a minority intermingled 


with or near about theta Who may oppose their move 
ments.’’—January 10, 1848, 


Mr.COX. Igetno response from the Speaker, 
He must approve of the revolutionary seutiments 
of the President and be disgusted with his own 
resolution of expulsion, Perhaps he will move 
to lay his resolution upon the table, or else vote 
to impeach Mr. Lincoln. 

Mr.COLFAX. Wiil the gentleman from Ohio 
yield to me? 

Mr. COX. With the greatest pleasure. 

Mr. COLFAX. In reply to the remarks of the 
gentleman from Ohio, 1 have to repeat that the 
gentleman from Indiana upon this side of the 
House does not speak ‘in the midst of another 
gentleman’s speech by his courtesy, liable to be 
stopped by him as the gentleman stopped his col- 
league recently. He speaks when he obtains the 
floor, and has no secret about his opinions in re» 
gard to any subject. 

Mr. COX. Oh! Mr. Speaker, when the lead- 
ing man of this House comes down from his high 
position to offer a resolution to expel a member 
who comes here by the same right that be does, 
he cannet escape on account of his peeuliar dig- 
nity. When he descends to this floor, the com- 
mon platform of us all, and condescends to mingle 
with us in debate, he cannotand shall not escape! 
Is he oris he notin favor of the doetrine laid down 
by the President in the extracts which have been 
read?.. That is a very simple question. You wall 
lose no dignity, sir, by answering itnow. [Laugh- 
ter.) We will took upon you with pride and 
pleasure as the Speaker of this House uf you wil 
condescend to delight us by evincing your opinion 
upon thatsubject. I pledge myself that you shail 
not be interrupted, 

Mr. COLFAX. 


In reply only to the personal 


| remarks of the gentleman from Ohio, | say this 
to him: that when L appear upon this floor I do 


not condescend from that chair. ‘The position of 
amember upon this floor is as exalted and re~ 
sponsible as the position of him who sits in that 
chair to administer your rules. The gentleman 
brings a reproach upon himself and upon his fel- 


_low-raembers upon this floor when he sncers at 
i| me. and speaks of me, when’! appear upon this 
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floor as the representative of my constituents, 
performing my duty,as condescending. The higli- 
est postition aman can hold m this House is that 
of a representative of one hundred and fifty thou- 
sand people, sent here by their willing votes, and 
not by a mere majority of votes elected here as 
the Presiding Officer of this body. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I did not make any 
personal remarks in regard to my distinguished 
friend. Far be it from me to throw any stam 
upon him for his condescension. I admire him 
too much for hig fairness and justice in presiding 
over our deliberations to reproach him. Never 
has he heard a word of that kind from me. But 
when he comes down from his exaltation to this 
floor and undertakes to engineer a resolution 
through this House for the expulsion of a brother 
member, he must take the consequences of the 
debate which he inaugurates, 

Mr. COLFAX. I am willing to do so, per- 
fectly walling, 

Mr. COX. My friend does not seem now to 
be willing todo it. Fle shall not be interrupted 
if he answer whether he stands by Mr. Lincoln 
or not in these traitorous sentiments which I read 
from his speech. Lam opposed to all such sen- 
timents, opposed to secession, opposed to revo- 
lution, and opposed to any change of our Gov- 
ernment, except in pursuance of the Constitution 
by the amendment thereof, That is the position 
of the members on this side. But Mr. Lincoln 
was elevated to the Presidency by that lawless 
party on the other side, knowing his sentiments 
to be in favor of secession and revolution, in favor 
of ** any portion of the people that can, revolu- 
tionizing and making their own so much of the 
territory as they inhabit.’’ “I ask gentlemen, if 
my colleague deserves expulsion, does not the 
President deserve impeachment? 

jutif gentlemen say these questions are gone 
by, then | come to the condition of things since 
the war and press the question which was not 
answered, why did you not expel Mr. Conway 
last Congress? I received no reply. 1 now ask, 
why not expel the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Juxian,] the colleague of the Speaker, for his 
speech on the homestead law, wherein he ex- 
ressed sentiments which, if carried out, would 
Sion about in the North the very convulsion and 
anarchy which we now unhappily have in the 
South. 

The gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Joxtan,] on 
the 18th of March, 1864, held these sentimeiits: 

** Congress must repeal the joint resolution of last year 
which protects the fee of rebel landholders. The Presi- 
dent, as [am well advised, now stands ready to join us in 
such action. Should we fail to do this, the courts must 
60 interpret the joint resolution as to make its repeal need 
less, Should both Congress and the courts stand in the 
way of the nation’s life, then ‘the red lightning of the peo- 
ple’s wrath’ must consume the recreant men who refuse to 
execute the popular will. Qur country, united and free, 
must be saved, at whatever -hazard or cost; and nothing, 
not even the Constitution, must be allowed to hold back the 
uplifted arm of the Government in blasting the power of the 
rebels forever.”” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we on this side of the 
House, in oar simplicity, were taught last session 
of Congress by a patriotic and learned member of 
the opposite party from Massachusetts, (Judge 
Thomas,) that there could be no Union without 
the Constitution; that there could be no war car- 
ried on except in pursuance of the Constitution; 
that in using the appliances for subduing the re- 
beliion we are acting within the pale of the Con- 
stitution; that we seek domestic tranquillity alone 
by the sword the Constitution has placed in our 
hands; that in the path of war, as of peace, the 
Constitution is our guide and our light, the cloud 
by day, the pillar of fire by night; that in preserv- 
ing the Union and the Constitution we vindicate 
mm every part the indivisible Republic in its su- 
preme law; thatin seeking to change the Consti- 
tution, to break or overleap it, we become the 
rebels we are striving to subdue; that all our la- 
bors and sacrifices for the Union of our fathers 
are for the Constitution, which is its only bond; 
that to make this a war, with the sword in the one 
hand to defend the Constitution, and a hammer 
im the other hand to break & to pieces, is no less 
trensonable than secession itself; and that outside 
of the pale of the Constitution the whole struggle 
is revolutionary. 

If these sentiments be true, sir—and no one 
wilt question them—why was not the gentleman 
fein indians (Mr. Jensan]| expelled for the trea- 


| 





, | 





sonable sentiments I have quoted! Why was 
not a similar tesolution to this moved in relation 
to him? We on this side do not do it. Weare 
in favor of the largest liberty of debate by the 
popular Representatives. We understand that 
the Constitution guaranties such debate. We did 
yot disturb your Judge Conway last session for 
his resolutions. We did not vote for his résolbu- 
tions; but youare responsible for his continuance 
in his position ull the end of the last Congress. 

If it were a reproach to the country, as our 
distinguished Speaker has stated, that a man 
should express himself here in favor of the rec- 
ognition of the southern confederacy; if it dis- 


| honors and weakens us abroad and impairs our 


energies and discourages our efforts at home; ifit 
were equivalent to allowing members of the Rieh- 
mond congress to come here and ‘take part in 
our deliberations, (as the Speaker has alleged,) 
why was not the expulsion of the member from 
Kansas proposed by him? Ah! his case was of 
a different hue then. Ht was of a darker shade 
then. Now you are in favor of expelling a man 
from our midst who was sent here by the people, 


because he utters the same sentiments which this 


side repadiates,and which one of your own side 
uttered Jast session, and which you never sought 
to repudiate by the grave process of expulsion. 
3ut the Speaker did not resume his seat until 
he had made a fling at the Democracy of my 
State for supporting Mr. Vallandigham. Mr. 
Speaker, | took some part in the last contest for 
the Governorship of Ohio. 1 did not fully agree 
with the gentleman who is now in exile, as mem- 
bers know, in hjs votes on this floor, nor in re- 
gard to his pecukiar views of policy or peace. 1 
upheld sadly but firmly the sword, after it had 
been unsheathed, lest a worse alternative should 
ensue—the disunion of our beloved country. 

Mr. JULIAN. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for amoment? 

Mr. COX. Certainly. 

Mr.JULIAN. Thegentleman from Ohio read 
only a portion of a paragraph from the speech 
which | delivered in this House, and I wish he 
would allow me to have read at the desk the en- 
tire paragraph which L have marked. 

Mr. COX. If the members on the other side 
of the House will agree to extend my time I will 
yield for that purpose. I willinsertitin my speech 
when itcomes to be printed. I cannot yield now, 
as I have very little time left. 

Mr. JULIAN. Itis only a brief paragraph. 

Mr. COX. As have said, | will yield if my 
time is extended, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
the extension. of the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. COX. I will insert in my speech what 
the gentleman desires, butas the extension of my 
time is objected to, | cannot yield to him. The 
gentleman does notdeny that I have quoted him 
fairly so far asf have gone. Did not the gentle- 
man say that he was in favor of breaking down 
the Constitution to save the country 2° 

Mr. JULIAN. | It ts a perversion of what I 
did say. 

Mr. COX. I would rather have it from your 
own lipsthan from any report. Are you in favor 
of breaking down the Constitution ? 

Mr. JULIAN... I will answer the gentleman 
from Ohio. 1 said explicitly in the paragraph of 
my speech which I have asked the gentleman to 
allow to be read, that there was no: necessity in 
the world for breaking down the Constitution in 
any of its parts to put down the present rebellion 
in the South. That is my position. 1 said the 
Constitution was made for the peopte, not the 
people for the Constitution; and that our fathers 
were not fools but wise men, wlio armed the nation 
with the power to crush its foes as well as.to pro- 
tect its friends. 

Mr. COX. If that necessity existed? 

Mr. JULIAN. If it were necessary tosave the 
life of the nation to depart from the letter of the 
Constitution I would, as [ said in my specch, 
blast the power of the rebellion forever by the 
strong hand ef war. 

Mr.COX. I, too, would blast the power ofthe 
rebels by the strong hand of war; but T regard the 
life of the nation as bound vp with the Constitu- 
tion, and that to blast the Constitution you blast 
the Government. And by destroying the Con- 
stitution you do not putan end to this War nor 
suppress the rebellion. ; 


I object to 
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Mr.JULIAN. Let me ask the gentle 
question. 
Mr. COX, Certainly. 


_ Mr. JULIAN. Lask the gentleman wi 
if the salvation of the nation’s |ife re 
violation of the letter of the Consti 
Ueman would be willing to s 
nation at that cost. 

Mr. COX. IL regard it as utterly imp 
under God, ever to save the life of the oe ) 
learing out its vitals—its heart and beaia ne 
Constitution asthe frame in which the * cet 
mentisenshrined. |Lknow no otherGovern, - 
except that embodied in the Constitution 7 
is the Government which you are swory to 
port, Hot sworn to Support, sir, inacert 
gency; not sworn to destroy, if nece 
the life of the country, but uncenditic 
port at all times and in all places, as if thas \+ 
were bound up with it forever, You heve-tales 
upon your soul the oath to sustain that Co ns 
tation, Now yoursay on certain conditions yo, 
would break your oath! . Whatis moral trea ¥ 
What is moral perjury? Ldo not charop a 
upon the gentleman; but I beg him t pee, 
and call back his words. 

Mr: JULIAN. Will the gentleman yield to 
me right here ? . 

Mr. COX, I will, if the gentleman thinks | 
have done him injustice. 

Mr. JULIAN. [have taken that oath and | hays 
asseried publicly that there is no necessity jp th. 
world for violatiug tt. But the gentleman hag yo, 
answered the interrogatory which I propounded 
to him. 1 wish him to state explicitly whethey 
if the life of the-nation could only be saved. by . 
violation of the Constitution, he would be willine 
to save itinthat way. (Laughter onthe Repab. 
lican side of the House.) 

Mr, COX. 1 will answer the question. | am 
used to laughter from that side of the House, |; 
does not distract-me, for laughter is not Jovic, 

W hat is the life of the nation, sir, of which we 
hear so much? I know no other hife of the nation 
except that mcarnvate in the written Constitution, 
which, protects property, person, home, cou- 
science, liberty, and life. ‘Take away these, and 
there is no nation, Society is stagnant and dead, 
The gentleman regards liberty ag the life of the 
nation—a sovt of ill-defined liberty for black and 
white, L suppose. I regard the Constitution as® 
the embodiment of constitutional freedom in this 
country, the very body ,dife,and soul of the Unio 
That is the Constitution of the United Siates. 
When you strike that down you strike down the 
life of the nation. Therefore we, ov this side, 
have determined, in order to save the life of the 
Government, to saye the Constitution from do- 
struction. 

Mr. JULIAN. Will the gentleman allow me 
to.ask him another question? 

Mr. COX. If the gentlemun is pot fully ao- 
swered | will say this, PHAT UNDER NO CIRCUM 
STANCES CONCEIVABLE BY THE HUMAN MIND 
wouLp I EVER VIOLATE THAT CONSTITUTION FOR 
anrpurrose. [Criesof*That’sit!”’ * That'sit!” 
from the Democratic side of the House.) As Judge 
Thomas hus said; “ft would cling to it as the 
bond of unity in the past, as the only practical 
bond of union ‘in the future; the only tand lifted 
above the waters, on which the ark of the Union 
can be moored. 
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From that ark alove will go ou 
the dove, blessed of the Spirit, which shall returt 
bringing in its mouth the olive-branch of peace. 
To compass its destruction as a probable or poe 
sible necessity, is the very, ** gospel of anarchy, 
the philosophy of dissolution.” 

Mr. JULIAN. [want to ask the gentlemant 
question. ae ahead 

Several Mempers on the Democratic side o> 
jected, Pha 

Mr. COX. If there be any man in this Chea 
bet who holds or utters any other sentiment ! 
refererice to the Constitution and his oath = 
this which [ have expressed, [ say to him he! 
language has no term of reproach, and the 9" 
no idea of detestation, adequate to express I 
moral leprosy ant treason couched in his ak 
guage and elinging to his soul. 1 will not dees 
nate such utterances by any harsher languas’" 
a parliamentary body. an 

When interrupted by the member from Ener 
ana | was about to goa little further in = 
to what the Speaker said in reference to the De 
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mocrac y 
the camp 


1 approve cage. It was well known in Ohio 
foctt 


votes here did not always coincide with 
that wy that my sentiments did not agree with 
hiss ether; but when by an arbitrary arrest, 
an amen without a fair trial, in defiance 
wien Constitubion, in defiance ofa law passed 
om ives, in defiance of English and American 
traditions, petitions, and bills of right, he was ar- 
.o jand exiled, the Democracy of Ohio raised an 
ame favorof fair trial, free speech, the immuni- 
“ eo sonal freedom, and an honestand lawful 
7 recat of public affairs. That was our 
adinii ye, 1 took ground everywhere in favor 
omy we berty of the citizen and the integrity of 
: ot cnamniats Disagreeing always with the 
ar tenets held by him in relation to coer- 


ign of last year, as I said, not because 


by ourse 


wie C 
pecull 
cin, 
for peace ast 


he soldier to fight for it, But 1 will 


of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, t took a, partin 


| held that he had the same right to speak | 


soy this for him, that nowhere, bere or at home, | 
did heever utter a sentiment ordo an act looking | 


to the recognition of the southern confederacy. 
He said in his place in this House, again and 
again, and quoted Mr. Calhoun’s opinions on the 
Mexican war in, his justification, that he would 


on this war, the responsibility for which he did 
not covet nor, bear, But, sir, he never would 
consent (og peace based upon recognition. 


He | 


sy said in the North, and he said the same in his | 


exile in the South, 

We were defeated. in Ohio on account of the 
issue made on the peace sentiment. 1 bowed to 
that decision. But, sir, while there are some in 
our party opposed to coercion and ip favor ofa 
peace indiscriminately, without regard to conse- 
quences, the great body of the Democratic people 
in ovr State and in the North have, never gone 
beyond one conclusion; and that is, they are for- 
ever opposed to curtailing the limits of our empire 
by the recognition of anew nation carved outof our 
territory and made up of our States and people, 
Come war, come peace, come anything, we would 
bring about a restoration of the old Government, 
with the old order. Our determination is to fol- 
jow the line of duty Jaid down by the distinguished 
Governor of New York, Horatio Seymour, to 
superadd to force the policy of conciliation; not 
to withdraw our forces fromthe field and yield 
to the South independence, but.to superadd one 
other element of Union—kindness and Christi- 
aity, If gentlemen cannot understand how. two 
such ideas are compatible in the same mind with 
each other and with, patriotism, | cannot teach 
them. While we have been ever ready to sustain 
ow gallant soldiers.in the field by our money 
and our men, we have been also ready at every 
hour of our triumph.and at every opportunity for 
compromise to extend.an honorable amnesty to 
ihe erring; not the jugglery of the executive am- 
nesty, based upon a proclamation of abolition 
which is a lie, but an amnesty which shall bring 
back the great body of the people South—if it be 
yet possible—to their old allegiance. We desire 
to make our victories consequential by the reha- 
bilitation of the States as they were,and to make 
outof them and not out of illegitimate States—the 
afispring of a corrupt Executive—the old Union, 
ane and indivisible ! 

_ This is the policy of the northern Democracy. 
Upon that platform we intend to contend in the No- 
vember election. Whoever may be our candidate, 
that will be our doctrine, and aunot {as the 
gentleman from Hlinois (Mr. Wasupurne| tried 
to do yesterday, ) give sta different interpretation, 
because ofthe speech of my colleague, Eile Lonad 
of because of the partisan attempt to expel him 
for the sentiments he has uttered. 
® accept as our platform the integrity of the 
0» Upon. that platform we will never, in 
sy emergency of this Republie, yield up this 
Souniry and its Constitution to secession, and 
7 een counterpart, abolition. Amid all 
ee the thick darkness around us, we 

Meling to the single, simple, sublime issue—the 
Lae eee and the Union of which it is the 
=e old Union. , God,bless the old Union, 
7 © wrath of the Lamb of God shrivel to 

' Very sockets the arms. lifted to destroy it; 


a i , e : 
®t in vengeance, but in mercy to them and toall 
mankind,’? 


Unio 


Mr.KELLEY. We have witnessed, toaccept | 


THE 


the language of the genteman who has just taken || the rebels? N 
| hig seat, [Mr, Cox,] twoextraordinary spectacles 
of the peculiar peace notions of my || 


this morning, for one, the earlier, of which I am || 


deeply grateful. We have seen the Speaker of 
the ao leave his chair and move what, in my 
judgment, is a very appropriate resolution of ex- 
panerans and we have beheld a member of the 

louse attempt to justify by indirection that which 


/ he dare not vindicate, the language and purposes; 








| binding on their conscience ? 


of his, colleague whose expulsion has been pro- 
posed. ls the genUeman in favor of the doctrines 
uttered yesterday afternoon by his colleague, or 
does he disavow any of them: Ina brief pass- 
mg phrase he makes a disavowal, but the remain- 
der of the hour he gave to a justificadon of his 
treason. 

Sir, he talks of 1861, and attempts to justify his 
colleague by raising false issues aud irrelevant 
questions. More than acentury of ordinary his- 
tory intervenes between the days of which he 
speaks and the hour in which he makes his plea 
for impunity for the utterance of treason on the 
floor of Congress. He says that the Lieutenant 


Governor of Ohio, who was elected last fall, once | 


entertained doubts of the right to coerce a State 
that might attempt to secede. What if he did? 


| What has that to do with the question before the 
not oppose the voung of men and money tocarry || 


House? But where did Mr. Stanton stand and 


what was his attitude when he received the suf: | 
frages of so large a majority of the people of Olio? 


lt, was on a war platiorm, as a friend of the vig- 
orous prosecution of the war, as a friend of the 


Union, urging by voice aud example the people | 


of Ohio to sustain the Government in.all its ef- 
forts to maintain its supremacy over cvery inch 


| of our broad territory; and it will not do to talk 
of what, hisabstract opinions may have been three | 


years ago, before the rebels had begun the war, 
any more than it would to impugn the patriotism 
of General Bauer by referring to his votes in the 
Charleston convention. 
Now. we are involved in bleody war. 

Sir, the question before us is a question of law. 
The member whose expulsion is moved has sworn 
and subscribed the oath I hold in my hand, aud 
in which are these words; 

* As [ will answer under the pains and penalties of pet 
jury, Iwill support aud defe md the Constitution of the Uni 
ted Slates against all enemics, foreign and domestic; I will 
bear true faith and allegiance to the'same; I take this obli 
gation freely, without any mental reservation or purpose of 
evasion; aud Ib will well and faithfully discharge the duties 
of the office on which I am about to enter.” 


We were then at peace, | 





Sir, this. test oath had not been incorporated | 


into. the law-of our country in 186], and it is un- 


der that oath that the gentleman’s colleague is | 
arraigned; nor can the plea of abstract opinions | 


of the construction of the Constitution be raised 


in vindication of his treason. The whole subject. 


is res adjudicata, ‘The Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States, by which the gentleman on the other 
side of, the House used to stand, has passed upon 
the question. ‘That court, in the prize cases re- 
ported in 2 Black, decided that this Government 
1s involved in a war, a territorial war, and js re- 
quired by the law of nations and by the Censti- 
tution.of the United States to treat the people of 
the rebellious territory as alien or publicenemies, 
or at least thatthe Government may elect between 
its belligerent powers and its sovereign powers; 
nay, need not elect between them, but may exer- 


cise them all in order to bring the war to a speedy: 


and-successful close. 

Willnotthe genldeman or some of his colleagues 
utter a living voice and not croak from the tomb 
of 18612. Are there ne men upon that side of the 
House who remember the oath they have taken, 
and who find a decision of the United States laws 
The gentleman says 
that his colleague speaks for himself alone. Sur, 
does he vote by himself.aud alone? Is his voice 
the only.one that utters such sentiments? Did 
not the distinguished leader of his party, the gen- 
tleman,from New York city, [Mr. Fernanpo 
W oop, } tell us early in the session substantially 
what he teldus yesterday, while carefully guard- 
ing himself so as to keep his expressions within 
the limits of the law? . Did he not tell us that it 
was impossivle to conquer an agricultural people 
of the pumerical force of thé rebels? Thatour war 


| was wicked, cruel, and a waste of human life? 


TPhat.it could never bring an affirmative result? 
And are there not alwaysa body of men rendy to 
Vole, Int. the question be what it may, with him 
who yesterday so frankly pleaded the cause of 
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he did not utter the voice of an 
individual. Heechoed—nay , it was nolan etho- 

he uttered more baldly than others have dated to 
do the key -pote that muide a the condur tof the 
ruling spirits of the Democratic party inthis Llouse 
and throughout the country. Tn Ris gpeech we 
find the ke y to that cones rt of action whi 


yO, 


h rallies 
tiem all upon every proposition that may embay 


rass the Government in any of its departments 
| speak of the leading and ruling minds of the 
other side of the House, for my eye rests upon 
geneen who often rise above party and vote 
with the country. 

Bat the gentleman spoke for that solid phalanx 
which is the vertebra, muscle, and nerve of the 
Democratie party, and gives it character through 
out the country. Our brothers,’’ said the gen- 
tleman, (Mr. Cox,], ‘our brothers in the Army 
stand by the country, but do not approve of the 
Africanized policy of the Administration.”’ Now, 
sir, if this be true, and all their brothers in the 
army are to be found among the men whe voted 
against the Administration in the Ohio election, 
what L have to say of them is that the y are hardly 
numerous cnough to talk about. If the genth 
man’s assertion be truc, theve is hardly a brothe: 
apiece to the members of this Housein the Aray ; 
but God only knows, certainly I do not, how 
many thousands of Ohio soldiers voted against 
the gentleman’s peace doctrines and peace can- 
didates and in: favor of what he is pleased te 


| term “*the Afvicanized policy of the Administra 


tion.”? 1 do not think that of the soldiers of 
Pennsylvauia you will find one tn five hundred 
that would not be ready to brain the gentleman 
from the second district of Ohio if he would utte 
in their camps. the @Mctrines that he uttered heve 
and for which his colleague pleads for impunity 
Gentlemen, make up the roll ef your brothers in 
the Army whoare opposed to the Administrauon 
and its policy. Parade them, that we may teach 
our children to know just how large a delegation 
the peace party has im the Army of the United 
States. They wall call the roll as a matter of 
amusement as they sing ‘the House that Jack 
buult,’’ or other lullabies. 

‘This is a fine time for genlemen opposite to as- 
sail my distinguished colleague, [Mr. Srevens,} 
who is detained at home by sickness. “ When 


| the cat is away the mice will play.”’ [Laughter,} 


They have hada delicious time at the expense of 
my venerable colleague this morning, but I ad Vise 
them to keep in their holes after he resumes his 
seat. It was a brave sight to see the freedom with 
which his arguments, or rather their perversions 
of his arguments, were pat before the Hlouse to- 
day. Who dare associate his name with that of 
the traitors in arms against the Government? 
None with impunity when he is present; and these 
geutlemen would no more have dared to make thea 
assaults on him in his presence than they would 


| have dared attempt to scale the walls of high hea- 


| ven, 
| for an earnest prosecution of the war. 


He pleads throughout his able argument 
Le founds 
his theory on the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and asks the Goverament to 
exercise all the power with which it is armed 
against the rebels—to treat.them as ‘* public ene 


| mies’”’ whose lands, whese ships, whose every 


| which they war, 


item of wealth, yes, whose very lives, are at th 
mercy of the Government of the pauon against 
And shall he, bolding doctrines 


so sustained by theery and absolute decision, and 
unpelled by such patriouc purposes, have bis name 


associated with that of one who comes before the 


| nation and cries, ** Hheawen bless the traitors end 


curse my country,’’ for that was substanually the 
prayer of the geytleman from the second district 
of Ohio? 

As to Judge Conway’s resolutions, and the 
tone of his speech, they found no approval on Uus 
floor. ‘The resoluuons were tabled by a vote of 
one in the negative, and every other voice in the 
House in the affirmative. I well remember the 
occasion; the motion was made by our lamented 


| friend from Illmeois—Lovejoy, the earnest soul 


There was no voice to sympathise with them or 

> ‘ A aan 
their author. But what was Judge Conways 
drift? It was that from the way the war was 


then dragging along, and from what he re varded 


as the inefficiency of the military administration, 
we would never conquer the South; but that uf 


| separation took place, the Union would be reen- 
' tablished hy the conquest northern ideas and 
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principles would achieve over the people of the 
Boash. He had not taken the oath that binds the 
gentleman from Ohio, nor had the Supreme Court | 
then defined the character of the war, and his 
query was as to the best and surest means of 
making liberty and Union one and inseparable 
forever. 
But what was the political action produced by 
his action? The Kansas Legislature, if I am 
correctly informed, condemned his doctrine and 
invited him to resign, and Judge Conway, pure 
man and earnest patriot as he is, will reper to 
the latest day of his life that influenced any | 
train of reasoning he had permitted himself to be | 
brought to such a conclusion. But I again ask | 
rou to remember that what he did was done be- | 
fore the adoption of the test oath and before the 
decision by the Supreme Court in the prize cases | 
which gave us the law for this case. Sir, it was 
no sudden impulse that moved the gentleman, to 
whom the resolution relates, to speak as he did. 
Eis purposes, when he took the oath of office as 
a member of this House, were what they are to- 
day. His convictions pledged him to act, in all | 
things and by every vote he should give, in favor | 
of ‘the rebellion and against his country. Con- | 
trolled by the opinions he uttered yesterday he 
could not give a vote that would be, in good 
faith, either for the maintenance of the Constitu- 
tion or the support of the country, Andif he lie 
in an unmarked grave it will be because his own 
fond dreams of asouthern confedaracy shall never 
be realized. For to no northern man is that con- 
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ofeay northern State gave birth to one who would 
through the blood of his murdered brothers || 


craw 
and beg their assassins to pardon and pity him? 
This is what the ger‘leman from the second dis- 
trict of Ohio has expressed his desire to do, and 
what he arges the z-en of this House to doin the 
name of our commorrcountry. 

I will not follow him inhisargument. TI arose 
simply for the purpose ofeXposing the mean petti- 
fogging of his champion on this floor, and hop- 
ing to bring from among the brave men of that 
side of the House some one who would avow the 
doctrines upon which we descant, or boldly disa- 
vow them in the name of his party. 

Mr. DAWSON. In answer to that remark of 
my colleague I wish to say, right here, that the 
gentleman from Ohio was candid enough to de- 
clare in the speech referred to that he spoke for 
himself, and himself alone, and not for the Dem- | 
ocratic party, That ought to be a sufficient re- 
ply to my colleague, and I trust that it is satis- 
factory. 

While Lam up [ have one further remark to 
make. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] yesterday,in speaking of the order known 
as the ** Knights of the Golden Circle,’’ declared 
that ** it was under the protection and fraternity 
of the Democratic party.’? Now, there may be | 
such a society as the “ Knights of the Golden 
| Circle.”? For myself, as a Democrat, | declare I 
have ho knowledge of any such order. 
| Mr. COX. Nor has anybody else on this side 
| of the House. 





federacy more deeply indebted than to him who 
proclaims to a nation that, in its service, he is 
willing to wear perjury as a garment, and do the 
daily work of a perjured mag. He is in favor of 
recognizing the South. He fs in favor of giving 
them their independence. He believes that we 
¢an survive if our territorial limits were reduced 
to their original proportions. Js this Constitu- 
tion which | hold the one he swore to support? 
Is itin conformity with its preamble that he would 
surrender to an enemy at war with us half of our | 
country and nearly half of the States? That pre- 
amble reads: 

** We the people of the United States, in order to form 
amore perfect Union, establish justice, insure domestic 
tranquility, provide for the common defense, promote the 
general wellare, and secure the blessings of liberty to our- 
selves and our posterity, doordain and establish this Con 
stitution for the United States of America.” 

Was it, I ask, the Constitution of which that 
is the preamble that the gentleman swore to sup- 
port?) [fit was, you will bear me witness that | 
my language has not been unjustly harsh. Is it 
under the Constitution, of which section four of 
article four reads as follows, that he proposes to 
acknowledge the independence of the so-called 
confederate States and let them go? 





* The United States shall guaranty to every State in this 
Union a republican form of government, and shall protect 
each of them against invasion.’ 

Does his colleague and friend say that when he 
took the oath he meant to stand by and maintain 
the Union, preserve domestic tranquillity, and 
guaranty to every State a republican form of gov- 
ernment? He disavowed the whole theory yes- 
terday, and defended the right and fact of seces- 
sion. What will hedo with the infant giant, West 
Virginia, when he lets the rebellious States go out 
of the Union? Will he surrender to the rebel 
leaders and their tender mercies—to the men who 
mined the Libby prison with nine hundred Union 
Ceca in it, and prepared to blow it up—will 
re surrender to their tender mercies the people of 
West Virginia, and send them back to make part 
of the Old Dominion? What will he do with the 
people of Missouri who have dared to emancipate 
their slaves and make Missouria free State? Shall 
they be compelled to leave their homes, gather up 
and reénslave such of their former chattels as 
they can, or be themselves enslaved by the des- 
pots of the man-owning oligarchy? How will he 
dispose of Arkansas, her new constitution, and her 
free people, white and black. Does the gentleman 
mean to hand them over to an aufo da fé? And 
the people wha have made the free State of Lou- 
isiana, what will he do with them? I hope he 
will give us a constitutional reply to these ques- 
tions. His argument will reduce them all to sub- 
mission to Jefferson Davis and the infernal crew 
who since they began this war have filled nearly 
a quarter of a million graves with the best and 
bravest of our land. Oh, can it be that the soil || 


Mr. DAWSON. In my intercourse with the | 
Democratic party in Pennsylvania and every- | 





where else, and in my intercourse with Demo- | 


cratic members in this House, I have scarcely 
ever heard any reference made to that order. 1 
know nothing of its being under the care and 
protection of the Democratic party, and I repudi- 
ate the charge in the roundest terms. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 
[ have but a word to say in reference to the ques- 
tion now under discussion. I have as much re- 
vard, sir, for the Constitution of the United States, 
and the laws made in pursuance thereof, and all 


|| the oaths here taken by me to support the pro- 


visions of that instrument, as any man upon this 
floor. But Il rise now simply for the purpose of 
entering asolema protest against the lectures upon 
patriotism, fidelity to oaths, and the truthfulness 
of members upon this side of the House, made 
by my colleague from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Ket- 
LEY,] who stands upon the record now in my 
hand with having stated upon this floor an utter 
and deliberate falsehood. He is not the man 4o 
talk about perjury. He is not the man to talk 
about fidelity to oaths. He is not the man to talk 
about candor and truthfulness. 

I am not here, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of 
indorsing the sentiments of the gentleman whose 
name is now so prominently before the House. 
I disagree with many sentiments uttered by that 
gentleman. Bat it ill becomesmy colleague, and 
it ill becomes the members on the other side of 
the House, to be so sensitive of the faithful dis- 
charge of their duty under the oaths they have 
taken. For I remember who, on the 4th of March, 
1861, before high Heaven, and with uplifted hand, 
swore to maintain, support, and preserve invio- 
late the Constitution of the United States. It was 

‘ihe only oath he was required to take. We have 
had Mr. Lincoln himself-in the exercise of his 
diseretion pushing that sacred instrument aside. 
Power was never given him to say that, under 
certain. circumstances, the Constitution should be 
suspended. Thatis the doctrine of the gentlemen 
on the other side. With them the Constitution 
is pliable, and ean be made to bend whenever it 
is required to bring it down to the level of their 
views. That is the prime feature of their creed, 
and that doctrine has pervaded the entire legisia- 
tion of the present Congress. It has no basis 
other than that of prejudice and fanaticism. 

Now, sir, | cannot be drawn into this discus- 
sion. I cannot be induced to indorse all the sen- 
timents uttered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Lone.] But if the other side of the House greso 
sensitive upon the subject of a faithful discharge 
of daty, of fidelity to the obligations we were re+ 
quired to take when we came to occupy seats upon 
this floor, why did they not commence one year 
ayo : 


I made an allegation in regard to my colleague, 





|| of no notice, t 
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and I presume it is of so ser 


, jous a nature | 
though he a consider me 


Hat 
é ersonally wor). 
] e question under ethene 
one which he cannot entirely afford to disre ok, 
He said the other day that my lamented an 
had congratulated him upon his success cas an 
ruin of broken pledges, and upon his h nt 
tained a majority of ten thousand yo 
dorsement of the breaking of that Pp 
my father had been in his grave 
months. 

a. have said this much in defense o 
of a man whose memory that man sho a 
respected, and not nave had him eeute have 
upon this floor as an indorser of that whiel 
during his whole life, long despised. 

Mr.KELLEY. My colleague has 
me nor my friends around me by the annovne 
ment he has made. If he has surprised us inte 
by the length of time it seems to have taken hie 
to discover the fact that in speaking of his father 

Sask ; er 
as having lived to 1851, f had mistaken one ma 
for another. Yet while in my direct aceertion | 
was not accurate, my statement was Substantially 
true. 

1 am sorry to be dragged thus Personally before 
the House, but the affection borne me by my col 
league and one or two of his associates will oe. 
casionally give me prominence. He has opened 
somewhat of a story, for even he shall not ) 
innuendo lead any man to believe that“ a would. 
be traitor’’ is a proper epitaph for his father, the 
late Jesse Miller, of Pennsylvania. 1 ought to 
speak respectfully and affectionately of that |x. 
mented gentleman, for he was my friend through 
a long series of eventful years. He was secre. 
tary of State to Francis R. Shunk, Governor 
of Pennsylvania, who was elected to that offies 
in the autamn of 1844. Governor Shunk’s ad. 
ministration did me the honor, young as | then 
was, especially in my profession, for I had been 
in the workshop until twenty-five years of age, 
to make me assistant attorney general, as will 
yee by the records of the costs of Philadel. 
phia and the archives of the State. 

The secretary of the Commonwealth was m 
valued friend. During that administration I ceased, 
by resignation, of the incoming of Hon. JohnM. 
Read as attorney general, to be assistant attorney 
general. I remained out of office about four months, 
when by the solicitation of the administration | 
pedined he duties, and at the end of a few months, 
without intimation to me, that same adminisira- 
tion, Jesse Miller being of its councils, appointed 
me judge of the court of common pleas of Phil 
delphia. 

During all the perivd to which I refer and until 
his death there was an intimacy between that gen- 
tleman and myself, J may almost say as close and 
as affectionate as between his son and him. The 
great struggle now upon us is but the result of 
what had been going on within the bosom of and 
around that administration. The slavery que 
tion was then doing the terrible work which was 
to result in this rebellion. Governor Shunk aud 
his cabinet and friends rallied around him who 
was then the brave young spirit of our Keystone 
State, David Wilmot. They sustained him in 
the matter of the proviso, while James Buchanan 
and those who adhered to him, opposing the State 
administration, strove to bring Pennsylvania te 
the feet of the slave power by committing her in 
public meetings, in State conventions, and through 
the Legislature, to the extension of the Missoun 
line to whatever might be or become the wesier 
boundary of @i@@puntry. ; 

In all the cowndils held upon that subject the 
gentleman’s father and I were in unity, and every 
man surviving the administration of Francis R. 
Shunk, who was living at the last presidential 
election voted for Abraham Lincoln. They st 
allof the Republican party to-day; they are all of 
the party, and my colleague will admit the fact. 

r. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. Will my 
collengue allow me to set him right? He sce 
tainly mistaken. The chief clerk in the office of 
the secretary of the Commonwealth—— 

Mr. KELLEY. 1 do not pretend to say bat 
what there may be some messengers or other ver] 
subordinate officers who do not betongto the Re 
publican party. ; ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. Who a 
the officers of that administration but the aaa 
tary of the Commonwealth and his assistan's 
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ae ,of Pennsylvania. Who ofthe 
Mr. MILLE which the gentleman refers was 
on the day that Abraham Lincoln was 


ected ELLEY. Benjamin Champney; and he 


administration to 
quive 


, epublican. 

. day i SELL of Pennsylvania. Is that all? 
7 KELLEY. John Laporte was living at 
He 'MILLER, of Pennsylvania. He did not 
at that election. He was sick in his bed. 
rote at ELLEY.. I do not know how that may 
have been; but I do know that a more earnest 
J laborious Republican the State of Pennsyl- 
“ « did not contain. It may be possible that 
hens as unable to be cirried to the polls on that 
oe day. Will the gentleman deny that he 
7 a leader of the Republicans? 
“Me MILLER, of Panaytrania. I do not 
hesitate to say that he did codperate with the Re- 
blican party this latter day of his life. My 
biect is simply now to state this to the gentle- 
a which he knows fully as well as myself, 
that with that exception, and one other to which 
he has referred, there 18 nota vestige left, and was 
not on the day of Mr. Lincoln’s election, of Gov- 
ernor Shunk ’s administration. And when he un- 
dertakes to invoke the spirit of that great man 
ss an indorsement of the principles he is advo- 
eating here to-day, hé is doing injustice to the 
memory of aman who was a patriot and a sup- 

porter of the Constitution, 
Mr. KELLEY. eens earlier ref- 
erence was not to 1860. The vile spawn of Rob- 


ert Tyler that he brought before the House relates | 


to 1851. There were a good many members of 
that administration alive then; and all who were 
alive were my friends in that contest. af col- 
league even will notdisputethis. Hon. John K. 
Kane, who had first called me to the office of as- 
sistant attorney general, was especially my warm 
friend. I say this while he has sons, one of them 
being Brigadier General T. L. Kane, who can con- 
frm or contradict it. Hon. John M. Read and 
Hon. John M. Purviance, who are also survivors 
of Governor Shunk’s cabinet, are, like their 
former colleagues, war men, and voted for Mr. 
Lincoln. Under theexcitement of debate, remem- 
bering the whole mass of things; remembering the 
long years of intercourse and correspondence, of 
friendly and soctal intereourse; remembering that 
in all that time no division line Mad parted Mr. 
Miller and myself, | confounded him with Hon. 
John Laporte, and so made the mistake. But I 
affirin that did Jesse Miller live to-day he would 
be, asevery surviving member of that administra- 
tion is, for the war and the Government. My 


. 


colleague proves the fact that other hereditary | 


qualities than gout skip a generation in the line 
of deseent. His father was a man of intellect and 
principle, and would have been on the side of his 
country in this season of her trial had he lived. 
Mr.J.C. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I was ab- 
tent from the House on yesterday when the gen- 


tleman from Ohio (Mr. Lone] made the epeech to | 


which allusion has been made to-day. I know 
hot what he said, nor what his speech contained; 
but | confess, sir, | was somewhut surprised this 
morning, after the organization of the House, to 


see the Speaker descend from his chair to the floor | 


and offer a resolution to expel a member of this 
House for words spoken in debate. I know of 
ho parallel case in the history of our Government. 

had imagined that, under our Constitution, Rep- 


Fesentaives upon this floor had a right to express | 
uestion that 


their opinions upon any pu 
might be under discussion h 
which I believe 


until now, 


But, sir, perhaps I ought not to have been sur- 
Fried, pechaps Tought to have been prepared for 
‘nis, since the spirit of revolution is abroad and 


political and social systems are stirred to their 
foundations, {t is 





It is a right 
has not been seriously questioned 


Permitted to express their honest opinions when 


ae opinions happen to conflict with those of the | 


jority here; rhaps I ought not to be surprised 

thata motion head be made immediately for the 

“pasion of the member. 

s it, | do not commit myself to anything which 

: gentleman from Ohio said in his speech yes- 
ay, for | know net what he did say save 

rom what has been developed in this discussion. 


in such times, perhaps not | 
Strange that members of this Hous: ais not be | 
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If he proclaimed his readiness to acknowledge the 
independence of the so-called southern confeder- 
acy, in that he expressed a sentiment from which 
I Assent, one that I do not now feel and never 
have felt. Butif that is his honest sentiment and 
conviction I take it that he had a right to express 
it as a member upon this floor; and when we 
arrive at the point when members upon this floor 
are not permitted thus to express their opinions 
we shall have reached a’point when the majority 
of this House will have become tyrants and can 
erush out all opposition in spite of the Constitu- 
tion, in spite of law, and in spite of the rules of 
this deliberative body. 

Sir, | was no advocate of the secession of the 
southern States; [ am not to-day, nor am I will- 
ing or ready to admit their independence; but if 
gentlemen finestly entertain different opinions 
they have a right to express them, and if in ex- 

ressing them they are in conflict with the opin- 
ions of their constituents, their constituents will 
change their representatives and remedy the in- 
justice done to them by a legal and constitutional 
method. 

I believe that the resolution of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Corrax] is based upon the 
ground that the speech of the gentleman from 
Ohio gives aid and encouragement to the enemy. 
Well, sir, that may be so, and yet an act which 
violates the privileges of a member upon this 
floor will also be calculated to give aid and com- 
fort to the enemies of the Government, since they 
will see in it that revolutionary spirit whieh por- 
tends the overthrow of the constitutional liber- 
ties not only of members of Congress, but of the 
people of the northern States. Suppose his re- 
marks are calculated to give aid and comfort to 
the enemies of our Government, to the rebels in 
arms against it, are we for that reason bya reso- 
lution to exclude him from this House in con- 
tempt of its rules, in contempt of his constitu- 
tional rights and the constitutional rights of his 
constituents? 
tempt to that extent the Constitution, the rules of 
the House, and the law by which he holds a seat 
upon this floor. We surrender up these consti- 
tutional guarantees and place ourselves at the 
mercy of aremorseless majority, who would over- 
ride the rules of the House, override the Constitu- 


the Opposition on this floor. 

They say that the declarations of the gentleman 
from Ohio are in violation of his obligations under 
the oath which he has taken when he took his 
seat on this floor, and that in that way he gives 
aid and comfort to the enemies of the country. 
If a discussion of constitutional obligations is cal- 
culated to give aid and comfort to the enemies of | 
the country, there are others in high places who, | 
during this Administration, have been giving aid 
and comfort to the enemy—others, too, who had 
bound themselves by solemn oaths to observe the | 
Constitution and preserve the rights of the States. 
When the President of the United States took the | 
oath of office, he took upon himself the obligation 
to administer the law and to execute it in the spirit 
and according to the letter of the Constitution. 
Let us see whether he has not, not only in one | 
instance by a public expression, but by an official 
act, violated not merely the letter but the spirit 
of the Constitution, and thus given aid and com- 
fort to the enemy. 

When the President of the United States took 
that oath of office he pledged himself to the coun- 
try that all the rights which pertain tothe United 
States should be respected by him. He bound 
himself under the solemn obligations of an oath 
thus to execute his official trust. But under the | 
plea of public necessity he has, once and again, | 
violated the letter and the spirit of the Constitu- 

tion; yet the gentlemen who are so tender on this | 





subject have not submitied resolutions of censure || 


against him. He violated a provision of the 

onstitution by suspending the writ of habeas | 
corpus. s- | 
pending that writ in the States that were not in 
insurrection or invasion, and where the public 
necessity did not demand its suspension. He 
violated his oath when he declared all the States | 
of the Union under martial law, putting them ir 


the courts when applied to by a victim of malice 
to issue their writ and inquire into the cause of 
his commitment. In doing thie he gave aid and 





By so doing we bring into con, || 


tion, and wreak their vengeance on members of || 


He violated the Constitution by sus- || 


| House on public questions. 
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comfort to the rebellion. He violated it when he 
took away from the citizens another constitu- 
tional right, which declares that no person shall 
be punished except upon presentment and in-+ 
dictment by a grand jury,and upon trial in open 
court before 8 jery of the country. And thus 
he gave aid and comfort to the enemies of the 
Rapebtie. 

8 it said that these acts were all necessary? 
How necessary? When was it that your juries 
| in New England and in the northern States were 
| either incompetent or unwilling to discharge the 

functions of their office? When was it, in New 
England or in the northern States, that the course 
of justice was impeded either by insurrection or 
invasion? Not certainly during the history of 
this rebellion. If, then, the courts were open, if 
the judges were willing and able to administer 
justice, was there any necessity for the President 
of the United States thas attempting to render 
the military power independent of and superier 
to the civil power? In doing this did he not give 
aid and comfort to the enemy, showing them that 
he, in the highest seat of power, was disregard- 
ing his constitutional rights as a citizen in thus 
declaring martial law and closing the courts to 
those who were charged with crime? 

The President has thus, in my judgment, vio- 
lated his constitutional obligations, and yet gem- 
tlemen are as silent as the grave on these acts of 
usurpation on his part. It is not until a ham- 
ble member of the House, in the exercise of what 
has been conceded to be his right as a member 
on this floor, addresses the Pheeenitins of the 
Whole on public questions that the fears and 
jealousies of that side of the House are so sud- 
denly aroused. The President of the United States 
not only struck down the writ of habeas corpus, 
leaving the victims of jealousy or hate to be im- 
prisoned for months and years, but he took away 
the old right of trial by jury. He took away the 
presentment and the indictment and the safe- 
guards which the courts of the country throw 
around those charged with crime, For the wagr- 
| rant ofa magistrate he substituted the mandate 
ofa provost marshal; for presentment or indict- 
ment by a grand jury he substituted the specifi- 
cations of a judge advocate; for the jury of his 
country he gave the accused a military court; and 
for a speedy public trial in the State or district 
where the offense was charged to have been com- 
mitted he substituted along imprisonment, with- 
out the accused being informed of the charge oa 
which he was arrested or the cause of his im- 
prisonment. 

Gentlemen talk about the free expression of 
opinion. ‘They tell us the utterances of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio were treasonable, according to 
their opinion, and their indignation has been 
aroused to such an extent that they cannot wait 
to have the Journal of yesterday's proceedings 
read to the House. Immediately we met, the 
Speaker comes down from his position as Presid- 
ing Officer, comes down upon this floor and here 
an a resolution for the expulsion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio for words used in debate. I 
remarked that there was a spirit of revolution 
abroad. It has manifested itself most unmistake 
ably here to-day. These gentlemen would ex- 
ctaidle a member of this House from his seat upon 
this floor for the expression of his sentimenta, 
When this proscription has once commenced who 
can tell where the ax will next fall? I do not 
know but the ax may fall upon me, devoted as 
I have always been to this Government and anx- 
ious for its success. While | hate the rebellion, 
sir, Lalso love the Constitution. I love it because 
| it covers the citizen, high or low, with its pano- 
ply of strength and security, against any infringe- 
ment of his rights. It is because I love it on that 
ground that P declare my intention to set my 
fuce against*those whose ucts look toward rey- 











| olution, come cat in whatever shape they may. 
| 


I cannot be mistaken in reference to the right of 
this House, that we have no right to expel a 
member for the expression of his opinions in this 
To concede that we 
have any such power would enable any Admin- 
| istration when they had the majority to expel the 


n | ae of either branch of Congress who hap- 
a position where he placed it out of the power of | 


pen fo differ from it in political sentiment. Now, 
without indorsing the views expressed by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio—indeed I do not know what 
| they are, for 1 was not present when he made his 
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speech, and [ have not even seen the meager re- 
ort which I haye been told by gentlemen may 
¢ found in the morning papers—without, there- 
fore, indorsing the views of the gentleman from 
Ohio, | enter my solemn protest against the pas- 
sage of the resolution for his expulsion now pend- 
ing before the House. 

Mr.GARFILELD., 
the Tlouse buta few moments; | would not speak 
at this time but that I promised my colleague 
{Mr. Cox] that when he concluded | would answer 
the categorical questions he puttome. I willtake 
but a moment to respond to those questions, and 
then direct my remarks to the resolution itself. 

Mr.GRIDER. 1 would remind the gentleman 
from Ohio that his collengue does not appear to 
be in his seat. 

Mr. GARFIELD. My colleague is here. 

Mr. COX. Hleére Tam, 

Mr.GARFIELD, Mr. Speaker, this is a part 
of the tactics employed this morning to turn the 
mind of the Hlouse aside from the issue in debate. 
A resolution has beén introduced here, in solemn 


form of law, to expel a member from his seat | 
upon this fl Or, and the first effort in opposition 


has been to rake up the history of men hot here 


and men not belonging to this House to fiad what | 
they have said or written on certain occasions. | 


Gentlemen have been called up and catechised as 
to their Opinions of these sentiments, 
been cérried away into the individual quarrels of 
Pennsylvaniaand of other States. We have been 
drawn into a general running debate onthe opin- 
ions of men here, there, and everywhere through- 
out this country. { desire to call the [louse 
back to the proposition before #, and I tell the 
Pentlemen on the other side that they must meet 
the issue. We intend to compel an expression 
of opinion in the solemn form of a vote on the 
proposition whether gentlemen are in favor of 


sustaining the Representative from the second dis- | 
trict of Ohio who expressed the sentiments yes- | 
terday which called forth this resolution, and will | 


v@te that he shall retain his place in this House. 
We will let their votes rather than their opinions 
answer. But I have promised to answer three 
questions, and I willdo so beforeI proceed to the 
argument. My colleague first quoted from the 
Speech of Senator Wane, and t 

agreed to its sentiments. 


resident of the United States, and the question 
was repeated. My colleague said that those 
three gentlemen advocated the right of revolution, 
*which,’’ says he *‘ I hold to be the game as the 
right of secession, and I in foto deny both the 
right of secession and the right of revolution.” 


Mr. COX. I never denied the right of revolu- | 
I denied the right of revolution | 


tion generally. 
in this country under our.peculiar form of Gov- 


ernment, where our Constitution can be amended, | 


I denied the doctrineyeferred to in the President’s 
message. 


[hold that no revolution is justifiable except | 


for grave grievances, and which these men South 
have never had; and unless,in the second place, 
there is a reasonable probability of a successful 
termination of their Insurrection. And in that 


view I stand against the right of revolution as | 
practiced by these men South, just as I stood | 
against the right of revolution practiced by the | 


abolitionists on the Western Reserve, when they 
sought to override the authority of the United 
States there. 

Mr.GARFIELD, Thegentleman may put on 
all the qualifications he desires, I will not hold 
him to the strict and unlimited utterances which 
he made here, ifhe disavows them. ButIl ama 
little amused at his attempt to draw the liae be- 


tween a general right of revolution and a particu- | 


lar rightof revolution, Headmitsthat gencrally 
peoples have the right-of revolution, but be says 


that in this country they have no such right. I | 
had supposed that the people of this country had 
the same rights that belong to human nature gen- 


erally, . It was well expressed by Jefferson in 
the D ‘claration of Independence, He bases. the 
American Revolution on that right, and claims it 
as the inherent right of people everywhere, * 

I think that single statement clears up all the 
questions of the gentleman in referenee to the three 
persons I have named. 
they clearly admit, and have always admitted, the 


“2 


Mr. Speaker, I shall detain 





We ha ve | 


was asked if 1 | 
His next quotations | 
were from Mr. Greeley, and I was asked thesame | 
geet His third was from the message of the | 





As American statesmen | 
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right of revolution, . And I say to-day that if the 
State of Ohio can successfully rebel, against the 
Government of the United States and throw off 
her allegiance to it, and maintain heyself in that 
declaration, she becomes an independent nation. 

This is the right of revolution; but the right of 
secession is as wide from thatas light from dark- 
ness. Secession is proposed to be a consututional 
right growing out of State rights; it is proposed 
that States are sovereign, and that in their sover- 
eign capacity they entered into a compact which, 


| having no common superior, to sit as umpire, 


each State can break at will} hence nullification, 
secession, utter annihilation of the General Gov- 
ernmont follows as a necessary result, Between 
that and the right of revolution the difference is 
so great that no man with halfa brain can fail to 
see and appreciate it. 

sut now I turn to the resolution before the 
House. Itis the expulsion of a member from 
his seat here for words spoken in debate. And 
I grant you at the first view of the case the right 
of free speech would seem to be decisive in his 
favor, and agaiust the resolution, The right to 
say in debate what is in his heart would, without 
any counterbalancing reason, be supreme, and 
sufficient to acquit him, and to reject this resolu- 
tion, 

dut, Mr. Speaker, the question of right and of 
duty in human affairs is a relative one. What 
might have been said with. propriety and with 
loyalty three years ago cannot be said with pro- 
priety and loyalty to-day. Truth, as a gentle- 
man near me says, is eternal; but [ answer him 
that man is finite, the conditions of humanity are 
finite and changeful as the. varied circumstances 
andevents of life. If lowneda house and should 
make a rule that no man with nails in the heels of 
his boots should enter it I would seem to be un- 
reasonable, and if other parties had some right to 
enter the house I would be a tyrant and usurper 
in keeping them out by sucha rule; but when I 
convert my house into.a powder magazine, then 
the necessity for the safety of myselfand my prop- 
erty makes. it not only proper, but my right and 
duty to make and enforce such a.yule. 

Who does not admit that the existence of war 
in this country has greatly Jimited and restricted 
indiyidual rights? Five years ago I might have 
traveled at will from one end of the Union to the 
other. Will it be called tyranny now because I 
must apply to some provost marshal for permis- 
sion to cross some river or to enter some village 
in the territory of the United States?) These rules 
are the inevitable necessities of war. These are 
proper and just beyond question. 

When this struggle was opening, men might 
well doubt, as they did, what line of policy we 
should adoptand follow, andexpress thosedoubts, 
but when at last the nation had settled its policy, 
decided upon war, and entered the field in pur- 
suance of its plan, all the moralities and legalities 
of free speech were strikingly modified by that 
decision, 

I may, justly vote against a declaration of war, 
though all my GAENRONA oppose me. But when 
war is once declared, the enemies of my country 
are my chemies, intercourse with them is illegal, 
to aid and abet them is treason, cven though I 
was opposed to the war and, its cause. This is 
the law of nations and the law of war. 

This nation has; been solemnly declared m a 
state of war,a class of citizens have been declared 
its enemies, aud for three years we have proceeded 
upon that declaration... We have legislated and 
fought onthatcondition, and the utterance of yes- 
terday isa very different thing from whatthe same 
sentiment would have been three yearsago. This 
House has committed iself in many ways, by 
votes almost unanimous, to the work of putting 
down thesrebellion, We are not only a nation 
with an Army in the field, but.a nation fighting. 
Every citizen, in whatever capacity he may at 
present be serving, is in. some sense a soldier, 

Suppose we were in fact soldiers in the pres- 
ence of the enemy; suppose his lines of bayonets 
and his hestile banners were in sight; and sup- 
pose in the very moment when our plans of battle 
were matured, and the movement about to begin, 








| some one Of our number should inform the enemy 
| that there was division in our camp, and we could 
net conquer; suppose that one should himself || resolution, 


throw down his apms, refuse to fight, and ex- 
hort his fellow-soldiers to follow his example. | 


== — April 


By,the laws of war, as old as Sesostris 
would be shot without trial. 

Now, sir, although we are not in 
enlisted soldiers, yet we areas a n 
pecially as the Congressof the nation in the § 
and in the presence of the enemy, Sear eld 
is about opening; and-we are only waiting poe 
next flash across the wires to tell us whe a 
signal of battle will sound. The very ah a 
the telegrams this morning indicat sthatt} wat of 
may have begun to-day.. And now. at on.” 
moment, there rises in ourcamp ama 0 wh, a 
ing recorded hiseath that he has never o 
and comfort to the rebejlion—which oath 
retrospective in terms, yet inits Spirit 
is prospective—tbat man rises ju his Place a 
throws up the white flag in token of surr, i = 
that man rises in his, placeand refuses to 7 
| exhorts others tefollow his example; 

rises in his place and declares agains 
bility or the policy or the justice of prosecuting 
the war to a successfultermination, We are aa 
ally in the field; the justice of law and ‘ude at 
of mankind would order him shot. Dare we : 
less than to expel him from this place? 

Le has. said no less than Jefferson Davis we 
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fight,and 
that man 
L the possi- 
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uld 
| say were he here to-day; there is nothing that 
| should be added to his speech to mak. Davis’s 


opinion perfect and complete in its eX pression 
except that Davis fears that the rebellion will fail. 
my colleague does not. If-1 would vote to perain 
him in his seat, | would vote to admit Davis to g 
seat beside him. .If.there be anything in the 
| whole scope of human.action that can aid, nbet 
| and give comfortandencouragementiothe enemy, 
the speech of my colleague. is that thing. - 
What hope have the rebels? They know that 
our arnrics.are superior to theirs; they know that 
| we have gained steadily upon them; they know 
that we have pushed them beyond the ereat 
mountain wall; they know that we have crowded 
them back from the great river, and cut their ter- 
ritory in twain; they know that our Navy en- 
circles and blockades their coast; they know that 
the campaign now opening must be decisive un- 
less—unless what? Unless-their one last. hope 
shall be realized, that there will be division in 
our councils, and that enemies will arise along 
our lines to break our strength and force us to 
give up the contest.. Their emissaries are at 
work througl™he Knights, of the Golden Circle. 
The riots in New York were led by reve! emis- 
saries from the South, assisted by the rebel sym- 
pathizers who liveamongus. ‘They are at work 
in Illinois, where they collected and secreted arms 
with which to shoot down soldiers in the streets; 
they are at work in Indiana, where their foot- 
steps are marked with the blood of citizens; they 
are.at work m my own State, both in convention 
and in bloody riots. 
Mr. EDEN. Will. the gentleman from Olio 
yield to me ? 
Mr. GARFIELD. 
Mr. HOLMAN, 
tion. 
Mr. GARFIELD, Lecanaot yield now. 
Mr. EDEN, , I merely wish to say that the gen- 
tleman’s statement in regard to Llinois ts not true. 
Mr.. GARFIELD. These are means, Mr. 
Speaker, which they are now using in codperr- 
tion with the rebelsinarms. Re yond doubt there 
is a correspondence and understanding between 
rebetofficers in the field and leading rebe! poll- 
ticians.in the North; they understand cach others 
movements, sist each other by giving and 
receiving info Dd. Ae 
If we are resolved to put down the rebellion 
we must strike it where its vitality and power ot 
resisiance reside. And first of ali we must strike 
tt in this Chamber where yesterday, for the frst 
‘time since the seats of the southern members were 
vacated, open and avewed trenson was uttered, 
not.in the heat.of debate, but written, conned 
over, commilied, to memory, and pronounced 
calmly and deliberately. —e 
lL refuse to be led aside by the inquiry Ww _ 
he expressed the views of the Democratic part 
| or not. 1 challenge gentlemen to mect the quem 
| tion on its own merits, vet for the Demoeraue 
party, but for the countey,and against te gut) 
| man himself, ht is he avhom we urraign in ths 
It is: solema proposition, and ne 
| evasion or side issu¢s.will avail. — pa 
We ask gentlemen to meet the issue. If they 


lain 





Icannot yield now. 
I rise toa personal explana- 
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adorer the doetrine promulgated by mycolleagte, 


‘Mr. Lowa,] if they believe that its utterance here 
not “aiding and abetting the enemies of the 
ee let them vote against-expulsion. I re- 
on. some patriotic gentleman on that side of 
Cc wmber did not move the resolution, Tregret 
oes they did not themselves feel it their daty to 
move this foul blot from their party eseutcheon. 
re In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, let me say that 
this contest has risen above parties and above 
son, tis a conflict in which are involved the 
per of the present and the hopes of future geén- 
erations. We fight not for to-day alone, but for 
the grand future of thisgreat nation, | I'he battle- 
feld is spread out before us; the armies are upon 
it: but there are armies besides those that carry 
bayonets. On one side are gathered the invisible 
egiongof evil, while on the other are the benign 
angels that watch over the better destiny of man. 
We can almost hear a voice from heaven sum- 
moning these powers to the conflict, saying to the 
one: 
«Gather you, gather you, hounds of hell, 
Famine, and plague, and war; 
Slavery, tyranny, cant, aud miarule, 
Gather, and fall in the snare! 
Hireling sand maminonites, pedants and knaves, 
Craw! to the battle-field, sneak to your graves, 
lp the day of the Lord at hidnd.” 
And to the other: ' 
«Gather you, gather you, angels of God; 
Freedom, and mercy, and truth 
Come, for the earth bas grown coward and old; 
Come down and renew us her youth. 
Wisdom, self-sacrifice, daring, and love, 
Haste to the battle-field, stoop from above, 
To the day of the Lord at hand.” 

Letus see to itthat we are worthy of that “ day 
of the Lord.” . 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I came late into 
the House, and have not had the opportunity of 
listening to the greater portion of the debate on 
this resolution. But, sir, f listened yesterday to 
the language which fell from my friend froma Ohio, 
[Mr. Lone,] and | indorsed every sentiment that 
heuttered. And I deemitmy duty, though others 
may quake, though othets may shrink from his 
side, to indorse here every sentiment that he 
uttered. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will my friend from Mary- 
land yield to me for a moment to enable me to 
inquire of the gentleman from Indiana whether 
itis his purpose to press a vote upon this resolu- 
tion to-day? 

Mr.COLFAX. Itis not. It is my wish to 
allow reasonable time for debate and time for con- 
sideration. If the gentleman will allow me I will 
say that | offered that resolution, not as a matter 
of pleasure, but as a matter of duty. I desire 
every gentleman to calmly consider the whole 
question before he comes to-a vote upon it, and I 


shall not, therefore, call the previous question 
upon it to-day. 


_ Mr. MALLORY. My object in making the 
inquiry was this: | am very unwell to-day, hardly 
able to be in my seat. I desire to be heard upon 
this resolution before the vote is taken upon it. 
I wished, therefore, to know whether it was pro- 
posed to press the resolution to a Vote to-day. 

Mr. COLFAX. ‘That is not: my purpose. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. If the gentle- 
man will allow me, I wish te’say that as this ‘is 
* question which requires ‘consideration, and as 
: Presume many gentlemen désire to speak upon 
It, | hope it will be ws scon al possible postponed 
until someday next week, and that we shall have 
a chance to proceed with the regular order of 
business for to-day. e 

Several Members expressed dissent. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. We cannot 
have a vote to-day. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. 
I shall not de 
leoyld not si 


Mr. Speaker, 
tain the House very long. But, sir, 
a t here and see an attempt made to ty- 
laid over one whoentertains sentiments which 

1d not know he entertained antil yesterday, but 
fentiments which I have long entertained, and en- 


ertaining I intend.to stand by his-side for weal 
or for woe, 


7 
Sir, when the honorable gentleman from Ohio |) thé principles of our forefathers. 
“ir. Garvieip] oe to his colleague from Ohio |) how my blood curdled when I heard the discus- 
} he said that he had || sion on 


who first spoke {Mr. Lone 


t . 

Se tourage of a lion, that he had the courfiige to 
-_ te cannon and the rifle” It was a eompli- 
Hi fo my friend, but no compliment to this 


Ouse, the intolorance of which has made it a 





netessity for my friewd in speaking his honest 


sentiments in debate to have the courage to face | 


these implements of war. 


Another thing which the gentleman from Ohio | 


(Mr. Garrrerp] avowed led me to suppose that 
he would not be found in support of such a reso- 


lution as this was, that he betieved his colleague | 
(Mr, Lone] sineerely and honestly entertained | 


these sentiments. 
Now, | would like to know what the reason is, 


when a man géts up here and avows his senti+ | 


ments upon a ‘question of public policy, upon a 


measure which would, in his mode of thinking, | 
lead to a termination of this disas#ous war, one | 


of the only modes by which it can términate, and 


— ° . . | 
does it in sincerity, that he is to be denounced as | 
having spoken trenson, that he designed treason, | 


and at the same time avow the betief that he was 
sincere and hdénest in his statement? Sir, I am 
willing togo with my friend anywhere you choose 
to send him upon such an issue. \ 
honesty im any party in this country they wilt 


defend us, they will protect us, they will rise like | 
a hurricane and sweep away the vermin race of | 
politicians that are preying upon the very vitals | 


of American liberty. 

But, speaking upon the issues before the coun- 
try. hat is the issué? Is not peace an issue? 
Cannota man protest against carpying on or favor- 
ing a war to the extermination of a whole race of 
people? 


than such a war; we think it ts better ‘peace 


should come; it will save the lives of our people | 
on both sides; it will save the money of the men | 


who are now oppressed with héavy burdens of 


taxation to carry on this war? Cannot a Man say | 


it is better to have peace than war, and especially 
when he brings authority to show that the posi- 


tion he takes is sustained by the ablest men, by | 
men who advocated your own principles, by men, | 


sir, who governed thiscountry? When the gen- 


tleman from Ohio brings here the opinions of such | 


merrto back him up, you say that he must discard 
alf such opinions. Why, not one of you, yes, 
sir, not one of you can be called a fith-rate man 
compared with those from whom the honorable 
gentleman quoted yesterday, [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARFIELD rose. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. No, sir, I can- 
not yield to the gentleman at this time. 

Mr. Speaker, wien I came here at this session 
of Congress I was solitary and alone. I could not 
say for some time whether anybody sympathized 
with me; I felt myself solitary and alone. Those 
who were here around me were war Democrats. 
They never invited me to their caucus. 
knew would never let me go into their caucus, and 
I never intended to apply. I would statve among 
them. Iam a peace man, a radical peace man; 
and Iam for peace by the recognition of the South, 
for the recognition of the southern confederacy; 
and I am for acquiescence in the doctrine of se- 
cession. {Sensation and faughtér.}) Laugh as 

ou may, you have gottocome toit. I thought 
was alone. I began to take the advice of Cato 
to his son, ' 

“When vice prevails and impious men bear sway, 

The post of lonor is a private station.” 
I felt like ' giving up my seat and leaving this 
placé. I stood here solitary and alone on this 
floor; but now, thank God! there is another soul 
saved. [Laughter I feel that we can baptize 
my honorable friend from Ohio, [Mr. Lona,] and 
I am glad to haye such able aid. I shall not go 
home now. When Cato gave that advice he had 
fought his last battle, and had yielded to the for- 
tures and ambition of Julius Cesar, great as he 
was. 
sélf by a Roman’s death, because he saw his cause 
was hopeless. Not so ours. 1 feel yet there is 
a hope in this House, TI feel through the rust- 
line of the winds there is a tornado coming that 
will sweep away, the present majority from power 





and give it'into the hands of men who will settle 


| 
1 the affairs of this country; men who have some- 
| 





| 
{| patriated like the ‘Tories of the Revolution. 


thing like humanity; men who have regard for 
Ay, I recollect 
the confiseation bill. The gentleman 
from Ohio {Mr. Garrterp] said, let them be ex- 
The 
‘ories of the Revolution had the mother countty 
| to run to, and Were protected there. 


| 


If thereisany | 


Cannota man get ap and say, we do not | 
admire your tactics; we would rather have peace | 
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would the gentleman send those whom he would 
expatriate from the South, as gallant and noble & 
race at ever walked upon the earth; noble iq 
everything that constitutes men of honornrd men 
of principle—gentlemen? Sir, you would expa- 
trinte those people, their wives and children, avd 
send them among strangers to starve. Anothet 
memberfrom Ohio, [Mr. SPALDING] wns hot only 
for confiscating their property in fee; he, sir, weit 
through the catalogue. Fle was for confiscativit, 
he was for expatriation, and he was for exterm- 
ination, [Laughter.] He emphasized every sy) 
lable of that word; and when he didso, T looked 
at his countenance, and I felt'as if I were in a den 
of hyenas, 

I am rot here forwar, and will not be here for 
war, so long as Phave a héart humane and Chris 
tian, when war is carried on upen such princi- 
ples. No, sir, war never did and never will bring 
your Union ‘together in stitch manner as to be 
worth one cent.” IT am for peace, and: Liam for 
Union, too. Tamas good a Umoén manas any of 
you. (Laughter.) Tama better Union man than 
any of you. [Great al fam ‘wx Union 
man, and have thrown up my head—no, I have 
not lost that yét—T ‘have thrown up my hat for 
the cause of the Union, and cheered at its sués 
cess. I felt a8 anxious for its suétess as Wny 
L look upon war ts dis- 
union, I look upon continued war as actually 
keeping off the Union to a still Inter peri#d, and 
I scarcely believe that peace would accomplish & 
Union, And surely, if anything will, it is that 
sweet angel of peace. She may unite the cords 
which have beer severed by the hand of war, and 
may tie them more tightly together than ever 
before; but if we are to have dissolution, in the 
name of God let ws have it. Let as have it, and 
instead of having One great consolidated Govern- 
ment, one imperious Government, one splendid 
Government, letus at least have on thiscontinent 
two happy Governments. But, as Psaid before, 
I look to peace ns the harbinger of the Union, if 
there is any harbinger for it. 

Bat, sir, f ami a slaveholder. Thatsis to say, 
I was until Ben. Butler stole my staves all away. 
{Laughter.] As an old Democrat, I used to ad- 
mire him very much; but of course I have not 
much admiration for hinrnow. ‘His course only 
shows what healways was. L[amastaveholder, 
and I have sat here patiently hearing you insult 
me every day with your assertions that slavery 
was asin and the sum of all vilfainies; for 1 do 
not consider that a man can participate in the sum 
of all villainiés without being himself a villain, 
Ib have borne all these things, and [ Have looked 
upon you as frantic upon the subject. {have 
really compassionated you. (Laughiter.] Now, 
sir, if slavery is a Sin, fam willing to benr the re- 
proach. Butas you refer me to God Almighty 
for my title, I can show you that it is sanctioned 
by His word. You declare this institution to bea 
crime; you declare it to be the sam of all vil- 
lainies; but I tell you that whoever says my father 
was a villain because he held slaves—and he had 
slaves and died a Christian; whoever says that 
my constituents whom I represent are villains 
because they holil sfaves—I know them to be 
lfonest and upright men, doing their duty as 
Christians as much so asahybody; whoever says 
these things is a liar. T will Tet no nian write 
such an epitaph apon the tomb of my father. 1 
will fet no man say such a thing to me here in 
my presence without calling him fo responsi- 
bility. You may consider it a sin as between 
you and your God, but you shall not use in- 
sulting language upon such a subject as that with- 
out being called to account. 

Sir, the Union is dissolved and there ts a gulf 
of blood lying between the two sections; butupon 
my honor, upon my soul, f repeat thatevery drop 
in that galf ison the souls of the northern people. 
I do pot think that any candid man who looks at 
the history of this affair can come to any other 
conclusion, From the beginning of the Govern- 
ment, from the time of the adoption of the Consti- 
tution down to the time of the efection of Abraham 
Lincoln, you have beew using terms of rsultand 
terms ofirritation,and you have been doing every- 
thing you could to bring about the yery result 
which is now upon you. Lookat the history of 
this matter. 1 shalf not repeat it; it is too famil- 
iar and has been too often repented. At first you 
only cultivated the ground, but when that ofd 
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acold and wrangler, the werst man that everlived got southern gold for their merchandise, melqnaer 
ants 


in this country, even not excepting Aarep Burr; 
when that old scold and wrangler, John Quincy 
Adams, declared that by the war power you could 
emancipate all the slaves and sell the States which 
had slaves to a foreign Power, that was the day 
when you commenced to exert all your powers 
to excite this people to rebellion. hen it was 
you said you weuld not live with them, that the 
Government was a compact with hell, avd that 
one of the most agreeable things in the world 
would be to part with the South and slavery. 
That was the announcement of your public men 
every where, that they could not live with youin 
peace. Well, they separated from you, and asked 
to live on terms of peace with you. What did 
you do? You immediately howled out, ‘* They 
are traitors; we will hang themall; and when we 
have hung them we will take all their property 
and divide it among us.”’ And, sir, all this was 
to be done, according to your great ** higher-law”’ 
apostle, William H.Seward, in the course of sixty 
days! No doubt the facility with which he 
thought it could be done was a great incentive to 
begin the work, especially as there were lands in 
the South and many other benefits that they ex- 
pected to get hold of very easily down there. 

Well, a great many of the Republican leaders 
went out to Bull Run in July, 1861, to witness 
the perfect overthrow of the poor southerners. 
The lamented gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Love- 
joy) I think went out there, and one member of 
this House from Massachusetts went out I[ think, 
and one from New York. They carried their 
pic-nic with them, spring chickens and cham- 
pagne. [Laughter] hey thought they were go- 
ing to have a very happy time of it popping 
off their champagne ae amid the blood and 
gore of the slaughter of the southerners. One 
of them I think went to Richmond rather faster 
than he expected. [Laughter] One of them came 
back howling for mercy, having offered, I have 
heard, $500 to be driven out of the reach of the 
** black horse’’ of Virginia. 

You see, sir, that these things were all to have 
been done in a very short time, but instead of 
that they have not been done yet. Instead of 
seventy-five thousand men doing the work, you 
have had to get a million and a half, and the mil- 
lion and a half will not do it. Those you have 
sent South have been ‘‘ welcomed with bloody. 
hands to hospitable graves.’”” You had an idea 
that the ** poor white trash’’ of the South, as you 
called them, were the mere dregs of the people, 
and could easily be conquered. Why, sir, you 
do not know them as well as I do. A. bolder, 
braver, more honorable set of mendo.not live on 
the face of God’s earth, And when you attempt 
to elevate the negro to an equality with these 
southern white men, or even say that he is no 
better than the negro, he will strike though he 
may die a . All the attempts to put 
the negro on an equality with the white man, to 
give him an equal anficage at the ballot-box, to 
give him a place upon the witness-stand to tes- 
tify against the life or the henor of the white 
man, or to give him any office that will inflict 
dishonor upon the white man or run any risk of 
not keeping up the inequality that now exists be- 
tween the races, will be resisted to the death by 
every southern white man. 

Now, Mr, Speaker, who was it after all that 
brought this institution of slavery here and estab- 
lished itamong us? The Puritans were first-rate 
men. They had some peculiarities, but they were 
honorable, brave, and patriotic men. They ap- 
proved of slavery. They looked in every corner 
of the Old Testament, and in every line of the New 
Testament, and they could find nothing against 
it, and they approved of slavery. Why, itis said 
that the very schooner which brought the Pilgrim 
Fathers to this continent, and landed them at Ply- 
mouth, returned to Africa for a cargo of slaves. 
{Laughter.] 1 do not blame them for it. But, 
sir, they brought them here, and they kept them 
as long as they could use them profitably. Then 
they sold them to the South. And many a man 
who looks me now in the face is the son or de- 
scendant of one who made his fortune on the deck 
or in the cabin of a slaver, by the importation of 
those very Africans whose descendants they are 
now so anxious to advance in life. They took 
these slaves to the South and sold them to my an- 
cestors, and the ancestors of men there. They 


antied the title to it. And now their desce 

turn around and say that they will deprive the 
people of the South of this property. Ido not 
believe that the Puritans would sancuiea any such 
doctrine as that. They were honest and straight- 
forward, and | am sorry te see that their sons are 
so thoroughly degenerate. If 1 were guilty of 
such an act politically, personally, or morally, [ 
should consider myself degraded and disgraced. 
Yes, sir, there is not one of you who pretends to 
hold up his hand and say that he will vote to pay 
back the money paid for these Africans. The 
consider thatapwould be bad policy, The poliu- 
cians are against it, Against what? Against honor 
and honesty. Sir, are we a disgraced people? 
Are we a people who have no sense of honor? 
You shall not so slander the American people. | 
shall wait for that returning good sense that will 
be able to judge of the merits of the case. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what were the views ex- 

essed by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Lone?]} 
That the war must not be continued forever; that 
it must stop sometime; that itis a horrid war, and 
that tought tostop. Whois tosay when itshall 
stop? Have we not that power? Oristhat right 
confined entirely to the party represented on the 
other side of the House? [say thatif youattempt 
to carry out the principle of this resolution it wall 
open the eyes of the people, and although my 
friend [Mr. Lone] would be a martyr, he would 
bea martyrinagloriouscause. The people would 
rally around him, and would come up and ex- 
terminate the politicians who dared to raise their 
ruthless hands against the great right which he 
yesterday asserted. 

Mr. Speaker, in the early part of this secession 
movement there wasa resolution offered pledging 
men and money to carry on the war. My prin- 
ciples were then and are now against the war. I 
stood solitary and alone in voting against that 
resolution, and whenever a similar proposition is 
brought here it will meet with my opposition. 
Not ene dollar nor one man, I swear by the Eter- 
nal, will 1 vote for this infernal, this stupendous 
folly, more stupendous than ever disgraced an 
civilized people on the face of God’s earth. If 
that be treason, make the most of it. 

It is the right of the commoner of England to 
say that he will not intrust the money to carry 
ona war to the king, who has the entire war 
power. I do not know that a commoner of the 
American House of Representatives ever lost that 
right. That proposition meets with my approval. 
If you will not make peace in any other way, 
and if] have the casting vote here against Conus 
ing the sinews of war, you shall nothavethem. 

he South asked you to let her go in peace. 
But no, you said you would bring them into sub- 
jugation, Thatisnotdone yet, and God Almighty 
grant that it nevermay be. I pape that you will 
never subjugate the South. If she is to be ever 
againin the on 1 hope it will be with her own 
consent; and I hope thatthat consent will be ob- 
tained by some other mode than by the sword. 
** If this be treason, make the most of it.’? Iam 
as good a Union man as you are, but we differ 
as to the best means of preserving the Union. 

And now, after giving an expression of my sen- 
timents to you of the Republican party, I will 
turn to the representatives of the northern Democ- 
racy. Abraham Lincoln has proved himself unfit 
to be trusted an hour. 

Mr. TRACY, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Maryland 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, [will not yield, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Maryland declines to yield, and will proceed 
without interruption. 

Mr. TRACY. 1 desire to ask the gentleman 
from Marylangl 

[Shouts of ‘* Order !"’ and_much confusion, in 
which the remainder of Mr. Tracr’s remark was 
not heard by the reporter.} 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is out of order, and will re- 
sume his seat, 

Mr. TRACY. I rise toa question of order. 
My point of order is this: I desire to know 
whether in these Halls the gentleman from Mary- 
land invoked Almighty God that the American 
arms should not prevail? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Is thata ques- 
tion of order, 1 should like to know? 
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The SPEAKER pro lempor ; 
of the Chair it is nota question na th ty 

Mr. TRACY. Well, if it is not a questi 
order, I desire to know whether such ae on of 
not treason, [Cries of ‘*Order!”’ on the Ds 
ome ade of the Houses} mo- 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. T 
from Penasylvania is out a onbe. he gentlemag 

Mr, TRACY. Is it in order to tal 
this Hall? [Shouts of * Order!” from the De 
cratic side of the House, and much confusio i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The dente 
from Pennsylvania will take his seat a 
gentleman from Maryland will suspend his , 
marks until the House comes to order. - 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, 
question of order. I ask that the lang 
gentleman from Maryland, referred to 
tleman from Pennsylvania, shall be 
at the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Th 
will be reduced to writing. a ® language 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. 
a anaes of order upon that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.’ No other point 
of order can be entertained until that before the 
House has been disposed of. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois: 1 ask that 
the language of the gentleman from Maryland 
— has been taken down by the Clerk, may be 

The Cler) read the language, as follows: 

“The South asked you to let them live in peace. But 
no; you said you would bring them into subjugation. That 
is not done yet. God Almighty grant that it never may be 
T hope that you will never subjugate the South.” ° 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. That is all right, 
I indorse every word of that. 

Mr. THAYER, TI ask that the 61st and 624 
rules may be read. 

The rules were read, as follows: 

61. If any member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress 
the rules of the House, the Speaker shall, or any member 
may, call to order; in which case the member socalled to 
order shall immediately sit down, unless perinitted to ex- 
plain ; and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the 
case, but without debate ; if there be no appeal, the decis- 
ion of the Chair shall be submitted to. If the decision be 
in favor of the member called to order, he shall be at lib- 
erty to proceed; if otherwise, he shall not be permitted 
to proceed, in case any member object, without leave of 
the House; and if the case require it, he shall be liable to 
the censure of the House. 

62. If a member be called to order for words spoken in 
debate, the person calling him to order shall repeat the 
words excepted to, and they shall be taken down in writ- 
ing at the Clerk’s table; and no member shall be held 40 
answer, or be subject to the censure of the House, for words 
spoken in debate, if any other member has spoken, or other 
business has intervened, after the words spoken, and be- 
fore exception to em shall have been taken.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair un- 
derstands the gentleman from Illinois calls the 
gentleman from Maryland to order for the words 
that have been read. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Yes, sir, and 
I am preparing a resolution to offer in connection 
with it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion 
of the Chair the words spoken by the gentleman 
are not in order. 

Mr. HARRIS, of. Maryland. Well, Mr. 
Speaker: 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The Chair 
has decided the gentleman out of order; and un- 
der the rules he cannot goon without the permis 
sion of the House, if any member objects. And 
for one, I protest against any man utiering such 
language on this floor. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, You mean you 
are afraid of it. . + 2c 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask that 
the rule may be again read, and that it may be 
enforced. 

The rule was again read. 

Mr. A. MYERS. I would like to ask a 
if it is in order to include the name of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland in the resolution offered by 
the Speaker this morning? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would not be 
in order at this time. Under the rule that hes 
been read the gentleman from Maryland cannot 
proceed, objection being made. 

Mr. COLFAX. The gentleman from Ker 
tucky a few minutes ago asked me whether it was 
the intention to press this resolution to a vole - 
day. I replied that 1 did not intend to call | 
previous question to-day. 1 do not intend my 
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1864. 
ad it is due to the gentleman from 
oo oe oie [ see still in his seat, to say that 
Ter ie extraordinary language that has been 
a yn this floor since that time, while I shall 
= ayeult call the previous question, I cannot 


say what the action of the House may be in that 


regard. . 
ORY obtained the floor. 

ie. MKCY: I ask the gentleman to allow 
7 COX. I call the. gentleman to order. I 

sve that the House do now adjourn. 
oe WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. The gentle- 
man from Ohio has not the floor to make that 
MThe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Kentucky has the floor, and may proceed 

interruption. 
vino ALLORY. I regard the question now 

resented by the resolution before the House as 
a very grave and solemn question, as»pne which 
should not be determined until after the most ma- 
ture deliberation, ‘This is no question to be de- 
cided by & party vote. It is not a question to be 
decided under excitement, It is a great question 
involving the privileges of members of the House, 
and therefore the rights of the American people, 
What has been regarded so sacred in the pastas 
that freedom of speech which has been always 
allowed in the Halls of Congress? No man, un- 
der the Constitution, is to be held liable for words 
uttered in debate. No man is subject to a crim- 
inal prosecution for what he may say in this Hall. 
Heretofore the most extended discussion has been 
allowed on all questions affecting the American 


eople. 
, Mr. SCHENCK. I ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky to quote the whole language of the 
Constitution. In section six, article one, it is 

rovided, “and for any speech or debate in either 
Hine they,’’ that is, the members of Congress, 
“shall not be questioned in any other place.” I 
hope he may quote it all the next time. 

Mr. MALLORY. I said that a member was 
not liable to a criminal prosecution for words 
spoken in debate. I will remark, Mr. Speaker, 
never in my recollection of congressional debates 
has the freedom of speech been attacked in former 
times but on one memorable occasion, and that was 
whenacitizen of Kentucky, a Representative upon 
the floor of Congress, one of the most able and 
brilliant men of that State, offered a resolution for 
the expulsion of John Quincy Adams because 
he had offered « petition for the dissolution of the 
Union, signed by a large and respectable body of 
citizens in the northern States. Mr. Adams, 
who stood up very properly for the right of free 
debate, presented that petitionyand Mr. Marshall 
moved his expulsion. The excoriation the lat- 
terreceived, and the vindication of the right of free 
speech in this House made by that distinguished 
man from Massachusetts, | hope will long remain 


. fo be consulted as authority by those who urge 


action upon the resolution now submitted by the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Courax.] 

| will not go into the discussion of the ques- 
tion now. My condition will not allow it. | am 
suffering from a chill to which I have been subject 
all the morning; and would not, were it not for the 
urgent necessity, in my estimation, of protesting 
against this proceeding, have obtruded myself 
upon the House at all. 

Why is it proposed to expel this member? 
What is the —— as made by the resolution 
offered by the gentleman frém Indiana? There 
have been members expelled far dishonorable, 
disgraceful conduct, men who embezzled or stole 
the public money, who used their place of trust 
and honor for self-aggrandizement. Suc men 
have been expelled. t never before in the his- 
‘ory of this Union has a resolution been moved 
‘salnst any member of this House because of 
Sentiments uttered in debate. What is the charge 
made against the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 

xe?) What is the accusation upon which this 
resolution forexpulsion is founded? It is that in 
“Sserting in hig speech yesterday that the people 
: the southern confederacy ought to be acknowl- 

Send petct ought to be now made on the 

‘a : : 
timppeoate eee he was guilty of using 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Ifthe honorable 


gentleman from Kentucky will permit-me, Twill 


read to the House the 


— SS 











gentleman from Ohio. It is not as stated by the 
gentleman from Kentucky; and in many speeches 
made on this question to-day, including that made 
by the mover of the resolution, the language, the 
idea, of the gentleman from Ohio has not yet been 
properly stated. 

r. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Was the 
gentleman present when that speech was made? 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, I hold in my 
hand the identical manuscript from which the 
gentleman from Ohio made his speech. If the 
gentleman from Kentucky will permit me I will 
read from it. I think itis due to the gentleman 
from Ohio, as well as to the House itself, which 
is new called to act upon this resolation. 

Mr. MALLORY. [yield to the gentleman for 
that purpose with a ¢reat deal of pleasure. 

Mr. BROOMALL. Let me interrupt the gen- 
tleman for one moment. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I hold the floor 
by the courtesy of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
I was not present in the House yesterday to 
hear the speech of the gentleman from Ohio. I 
came into the Hall this morning, making my ap- 
ey for the first time in many days, having 

n confined to my bed by severe sickness. | 
applied personally to the gentleman from Ohio 
to know what he did say, and whether I could 
stand up and indorse the sentiments which he had 
uttered, or be compelled to agree to a vote of. 
censure upon him. He gave methe identical pa- 
per from which he made the speech which has 
called forth this most extraordinary resolution. 
He asked me after I had read the manuseript 
whether I was ready to vote for his expulsion. 
I said no. The only recognition of the southern 
confederacy was this. It was presented as an 
alternative of evils to the country. The gentle- 
man from Ohio said ‘as the choice of alternatives 
he would accept recognition. That is all there 
is ofit. The language is: 

“Tf now believe there arc Lut two alternatives, and they 
are either the acknowlcdgment of the independence of the 
South as an independent nation, or their complete subjuga 
tion and extermination as a people; and of these altorna- 
tives I prefer the former.’’ 

Sir, as a choice of evils, rather than see the 
whole southern people exterminated, men, wo- 
men, and children put to the sword, he would 
accept a recognition as an alternative of these two 
unfortunate and dreadful results. 

And, sir, | desire to say that if he is to be ex- 
pelled for the utterance of that sentiment, you 
may include me in it, because | concur fully in 
thatsentiment. (Cries of ‘Agreed !’’ **Agreed!’”] 

Mr. MALLORY. I will be through ina few 
moments, and then gentlemen can proceed with 
this debate. 

I must be allowed to say that as I understood 


the general scope of the speech of the gentleman || 


from Ohio I do not concur in the sentiments ex- 
pressed by him. 
tenor and scope of his speech, it wasan indication 
of feeling against the prosecution of this war from 
the beginning. My votes and speeches in this 


House have exempted me from the suspicion, I | 


suppose, of concurring with the gentleman in that 
opinion, withoutany declaration of that fact being 
now necessary. 

I was proceeding to inquire what the offense is 
for which you prepose to proceed against the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. The gentleman from Indiana 
has charged that he is guilty of treason, or trea« 
sonable language. Well, sir,in the name of high 
Heaven what is treasonable language? I have 
heard so much talked about it. upon this floor, I 
have seen so much written about it, that 1 would 
like to have some man skilled in philology give 
mt some definition of treasonable language. Is 
treasonable tanguage the utterance of a declaration 
of intention upon the part of a man to commit 
treason? Why, if you give it that conétruction 
the gentleman from Ohio has uttered rio treason- 
able language. 

The Constitution of the United States defines 
treason to be levying war against the United 
States, adhering to its enemies, and giving them 
aid and comfort. The gentleman from Ohio did 
not say in his speech that he intended to join the 
rebels in levying war against the Government of 
the United States. He cannot be charged with 
having uttered treasonable language by such an 
expression as that. But the forced inference 
against the gentleman from Ohio is that by say- 


As I anderstood the general | 
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ing, in a certain contingeney he would be in fa- 
vor of acknowledging the mdependence of the 
southern confederacy, he gives aid and comfort to 
the enemies of the country as contemplated by the 
Constitution of the United States in its definition 
of treason. ‘ 

— ae ee Will it be enable to the 
gentleman to allow me to correct him right here? 

Mr. MALLORY. Of course . “F 

Mr. COLFAX. The pas 
tleman from New York Mr. ERWANDO Woop} 
is one passage of the speech. My resolution is 
based upon the entire speech which I had the 
misfortune to hear, and I will give the gentleman 
an abstract of that speech. 

In the first place the gentleman took the ground 
that there was no constitutional power to coetce 
a State. The gentleman will not deny that. In 
the second pleee he took the ground that it was 
impossible, at any rate, to subjugate the South, 
Is not that correct 2 

Mr. LONG. I deny that, 

Mr. COLFAX. I so understood the gentle- 
man, but as he denies it I will take that back. 
The gentleman assents to the first part, that there 
was no constitutional ground to coerce a State, 
The gentleman also, if l understood him correctly, 
and | think I did, had this remark in his Spaeth: 
“Let them go.”” Is that correct? I desire to say’ 
that the speech, though in writing, for some rea 
son Or other does not appear in the Globe of this 
morning, and I can only speak from memory. 

Mr, LONG. I have had the original manu- 
script of my speech written forthe last four weeks, 
but it was not handed to the reporter last night 
in consequence of his own suggestion, but that 
speech, with what I subsequently said, and all 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ate 
said, can appear in the Globe on Monday. 
have that written speech here word for word, 
without the change of a syllable or word. 

Mr. COLFAX. 1 do not believe the gentle- 
man would change a solitary word; and if the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Matrory] wilt 
yield to me I will move to postpone this nratter 
until Monday, when we can have the speech be- 
fore us. 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly. 

Mr. COLFAX. I will proceed with what f 
was saying. The gentleman took the ground 
that there was no constitutional ground to cperce 
a State. From that it followed that when they 
raised their armies and resisted as States they 
must be let go. He then stated, in conclusion, 
that there were but two alternatives, either a ree 
ognition of the confederacy or their subjugation 
byarms. He did not say that he took the former 
as a choice of evilsy but he said “1 prefer the 
former.’’ 1 think those were his very words. 

I now move to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the resolation until Monday next, at two 
o’clock, and on that motion { demand the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. LONG. With the permission of the gen- 
tleman, f desire to say a word. 

Mr. COLFAX. I yield to the gentleman, of 
course. 

Mr. LONG. fF desire to explain the reason 
why my speech did not appear in the Globe of 
this morning. It was withheld at the suggestion 
of one of the reporters at the desk, who came to 
me and suggested that inasmuch as they coul@ 
not prepare Tune night what [ had said subsequenté 
ly, and what nary colleague (Mr. Ganriece) had 
said, it would be better to withhold all of it until 
Monday. 

Mr. COLFAX. That statement is entirely sat- 
isfactory. 

Mr. LONG. The manvecript of my speech [ 
will at once hand over t+ the reporters, and it 
shall pet rare as it is here and justas I read it 
yesterday. ft will pass ott of my hands now 
without the alteration of a single word. 

Mr. COLFAX, ‘Thatis entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. BLISS. Will the gentleman allow me to 
muke a single suggestion? 

Mr. COLFAX. Certainly. ; 

Mr. BLISS. I desire to suggest, what the 
gentleman will bear witness to himself, that upom 
our side of the House but one gentleman hes beets 
heard in éppositiowto this resolution. 1 wish to 
submit some remarks upon the subject in justice 
to myself and my own position, and also in jus 
tice to my colleague and in reference to the merits 


read by the gen- 
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of the propesiion to expel my colleague., L wish 
to be allowed a few moments for that purpose, if 
the generosity. of the TLouse.will accord me. that 
payvuerge. 


Mr. COLFAX. 


a 


Lwill say to. the gentleman 


that while I do got think this debate ought to. be. || 
prolooged 30 aa tounterferewitivthe business of || 
| 


the House, L will not..myself call. the previous 
question On the resoluuon unt gentlemen shal! 
have hada reasonable time for discussion. 
_1 now demand the previous question, onthe mo- 
Uon Lo postpone. ’ 
Mr. COX, That is not. necessary. 
objects to.the pvstponement, 
Mr. COLFAX. Theat, withdraw the demand 
for the previous question. } 
The further consideration of the resolution was | 
then post pore duntil| Monday nextattwo o’clock, 
Mr, WASILBURNE, of JUlinois, ., | vise to a 


No one | 


quesuion of privilege, |] 


_ Mr. COX, 
ourn. | 
Mx.. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. Thegentle- | 
man bas pot the floor for that purpose. 
The SPEAKER pre tempore. 


I move that the Heuse de now ad- | 


THR  CONGRESSIONATy GI 





The gentleman | 


from dilinois has the floor and wil] state his, ques- | 


tion of privilege, 

Mr. WASH BURNE, of [Ninois. 
privileged question, 
Uon: 

Whereas Mon. Bensamin G. Harris, a member,of the 
House of Represewtatives of the United States from the 
State of Maryland tat on this day used the following lan- 
guage, to with "The South asked yeu to let thein go in 
peace. But, no; yousaid you would bring them into sub- 
jection. ‘Thatis pot dene yet, and God Almighty grant Ujat 
ft wevermay be. T hope that you wil) never subjugate the 
South.” And whereas such Janguage is treasonable, and 
is a gross disrespect of this Meuse’: Therefore, 

Be it, resolved,’ That whe said Bensauin G. Harris be 
expelled frou this House. 


Does the Chair entertain that as a question of 
orivilege? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr. WASH BURNE, of Ulinois. Qn that res- 
olusion 1 demand the previous question, 


Mr. PENDLETON, 


I rise to a 
1 offer the following resolu- 


I raise the point of order | 


that the resolution is not, under the 62d rule of | 
the House, in order. The gentlemanfrom Penn- | 
sylvania|Mr.'T racy] rose to a pointiof orderon | 


the gentleman from Maryland, {[Mr. Harais,} 
which was overruled, and Mr, Harris was.al- 
lowed to proceed. Then the gentleman from bli- 


nois {Mr, Wasnusurne] rose to.a.point of order | 


ob the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Harais,} 
ahd called for the reading ef the 62d rule. The 
words uttered by the gentleman from Maryland | 
were required to be taken down at the Cierk’s 


desk. They weretaken down and were read from | 


the Clerk,’s desk, and the gentleman from Mary- 
land was taken from the floor. He was not al- 
lowed to proceed, under the 6lst rule of the House, 
Without unanimous consent, and the gentleman 
from lllineis interposed his objection, That oc- 
curred after the words were uttered, for which he, 
seeks now to introduce this;regolution of expal- 
sion. Other gentlemea have since. taken partin 
the debate, and other business hasntervened. 
Now, this is a resolution of censure, a reselu- 
tion of.cxpulsion—the highest kind. of censure— 
and .amy pout of order is that ander the 62d rule 
of the Elouse 1 }3 notentertainable after business 
has jntervened. The gentleman from lllingjs wit 
mot fail to remember a.notable circumstance of a 
similar kind that, occurred,at the last session of | 
Congress when)a colleague of mine (Mr, Vallan- | 
digham) was called 4o order, and a resolution of | 
censure offered next morning, which was deeided | 
by the thon Speaker (Mr,.Grow) 40 be put of or- | 
der udder this rule. 
(Mr. WASH LBURNE, of Himois..-1 merely | 
desire to say one word in reply to the gentleman 
from, Ohio on bis point of order... I say that in 
this case the rule of the House hag been distinctly | 
and specifically complied with, ,Afier the gen-,, 
tleman from Maryland had made his remarks the: | 
geiileoman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Tracy) first 


raised the point of order, but he.did not conform | 


to the rule which the gentleman from \Ohio has 
adverted to, and then | made the point of order and 


| 








had the words taken down atthe Clerk’s desk be- || 
fore, any other, business bad. iptervened., .But it || 
is a matior of utter indifference whether that is.se {| 
or not. . This resolution, is,just as much in order || 
as. was. the resolution to expel the gentloman’s 


colleagues (Mr. Loma.) 


j 


| Speaker, there is but one word-more- , 
I object to the discussion of | 


| marks was entirely out of order, 
| was made intime. The language was taken down 


Mr. COX. 1 give notice to the blouse that on 


SBE 


Monday when the matter comes up | shall make || 


the sage point of order in, respect to the, case of 


| my colleague, [Mr. Lene.j 


Mr. WASHUBURNE, of [linoia. 
man is entirely too late. 

Mr. COX. We will argue thatiat the time,” I 
desire 10 say in ceply to the gentleman from Illi- 
Dols ° ’ 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. L,,do not 
yield the floor to the member from Ohig., Mr. 








Mr. ANCONA. 
the point of order, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of lllinois. Mr. Speaker, 
L have the floor, 

Mr. COX. lLeall the gentleman toorder. [Cries 
of ‘* Order !”’ ** Order!”’ from the Democratic side 
of the House. ] 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, I call :the 
gentlemen on thatside toorder, I introduced the 
resolution, and am entitled to the floor. 

Mr. COX, I object to debate upon a question 
of order. 

Mr, WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I do not pro- 
pose. to discuss the question of orders [Loud calls 
to order, from the Democratic side of the House.) 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Lb have the 
floor on the resolution. 


Mr. PENDLETON. No, sir, I have the floor 


| on my point of order. 


The SPEAKER pre tempore. The Chair will 
decide the point of order. bn the opinien of the 
Chair, the gentleman from (Maryland m his re- 


as speedily as possible, and the rules of the House 
werecomplied with. ‘The Chair, therefore, over- 
rules the point of order, The Chair will further 
state that the rule which has been read applies 
to a motion to censure a member, while this reso- 
lution is for his expulsion, 

Mr. COX. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The gentle- 
man from Ohio has not the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. COX. I ask the Chair to put my motion. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. call the 
gentieman to order. 1 have the floor. 

Mr. COX. I addressed. my motion to the 
Speaker. The gentleman from Eilinois is not 
Speaker of this House just yet, and could not be 
elected. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Itinois. And the 
genticman from Oho is in the same category. 
[Renewed laughter.}| I demand the previous ques- 
tion on the preamble and resolation. 

Mr.J.C. ALLEN. I desire to appeal to my 
colleague to withdraw his demand for the pre- 
vious question, Thisisa very important question, 
and the gentleman. will remember that there has 
been no discussion whatever on this resolution. 

Mr. WILSON. Lobjéct to the withdrawal. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of lilinois., The gentle- 
men ali around me object to the withdrawal of the 
demand, and | decline to do it. acl 

The previous question was seconded, and the! 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. COX. I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. Ido not want to vote upome matterof 
this sort without some deliberation. 

Themotion was disagreed to—ayes 58, noes 70. 

Mr. ANCONA.  Imove that the resolution be 
laid upon the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore,’ The question is 
now upon the adoption of the preambie:and res- 
olution, ion which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered, 

Mr. SCHENCK. 1 askif the question isupon 


' the preamble and resolution, or only wpon. the 
| resolution? 


The objection | 








Mr. ANCONA. I call the gentleman-from Olno : 


to.order. Debate is not in erder. 

Mr. SCHENCK. That is true; butthe rules 
of the House are not to be wiolated. i 

The SPEARER protempere. The question will 
be first upen the resolution. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 81, nays 58; as follows: 

YBAS—Messrs. | Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ar- 
nold, Ashiey, Baily, Jehan D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, 
Blaine, Fraticis P. Blair, Boutwell, Boyd, Broomall, Wil- 
liam G. Brovén, Ambrose W. Clark, Preeman Clarke, Cobb, 
Cote; Henry Winter Davis, Thomas ’T. Davis, Dixon, Don- 


helly, Briggs, Dumont, Eckley, Eliot, Frank, Garfield, : 


EEE EnISnSnSSSSnnSSnSIRSn ne 


| Gooch, Grime, Hale, Higby, 






Se a ea 





___Aprib, 


’ He er, 
W. Hubbard, John H. Hubbard, Poste any mr 


58, Asahe; 
Kelley, Francts W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellos 


uy Kasson, 


|| vin, McBride, McClurg, Metudoe. 8 £8, Loan, May’ 


sy | rill, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers 
The gentle-. || \ 


tmuel FL Mil 


a + Leonard Mye 
Patintgon,'P ike, Pomeroy, Price, W iitinun i. - 


ward U1, Reflias, Schenek, Seoficld. Shan, 
Spalding, Starr, Thayer, Thomas, 'T my Uae. Vanv 
kenburgh, Elihu B. Washburne, William if W de 
Webster, Whaley, Williams, Wiider, Wilxo, Vashburn, 
and Woodbridge—81, , yenson, Windom 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Anco 
Baldwin, Bliss, James 8. Brown, Chanter, lay. 
vens, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Bidridee Eunk F Ox, Cra 
Ganson, Grider, Harding, Hartington, Herrick, j Pinek, 
Hutchius, Phitip Johnson, Williaa Johason, Ker tolman, 
Lazear, Le Blond, Long, Mallory, Marcy Meawue™: 
MeDoweéll, MeKhiney, Middleton,’ Willian ye 
James RK. Morris, Morrison, Nelson, Odell, pe Miller 
Pruyn, Samuel J. Randall; Robinson, R 
Rollins, Ross, Scott, Jobn B. Stecle, Wilham Game’ > 
Strouse, Sweat, Voorhees, Ward, Chilton A. Whi oon 
seph W. White, Winfield, and Fernando Wood—se” ” 

So the resolution was not ado 
not having voted therefor. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. L. MYERS stated that his college 

oN Olleague, Mr 
O’NEILL, Was at home onaccount Of sickness, a; d 
had paired with Mr, Srvarr. us 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, state 

‘ ’ » Stated that 
his colleague, Mr. Norton, was detained at his 
room by sickness, 

Mr. BOUTWELL stated that his colleague 
Mr. Rice, was detained by important business. P 

Mr. THAYER stated that Mr, Moorueap had 
paired with Mr. Stites. 

Mr. DRIGGS stated that his colleague, Mr. 
LoncyYear, was absent on important business. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded 

The SPEAKER pro tempore stated that the res- 
olution having failed, the preamble fell as a matter 
of course. 

Mr.SCHENCK. That resolution having failed, 
I now offer what I send to the Clerk’s desk, and 
upon itsadoption demand the previous question: 

Resolved, That Benjamin G, Harris, a Representative 
from the fifth distriet of the State of Maryland, having 
spoken words this day in debate, manifestly tending and 
designed to encourage the existing rebctliou and the ene- 
mies of this Union, is declared to be an unworthy mewber 
of this House, and is hereby severely censured. 

Mr. COX. I rise to a; question of order. | 
submit that itis too late to raise that point of order, 
other business having intervened since the lan- 
guage was used. 

r. SCHENCK. That makes no difference. 
If it had been, uttered months ago I should offer 
the resolution. 

Mr. COX. 
up to time. 

Mr,SCHENCK., [call my colleague to order. 
The resolution itsedf not being debatable, the point 
of order is not debatable. : 

Mr. COX. I call for the reading of the rule. 

The SPEAKER proiempore. The Chair over- 
rules the question of order, 

Mr. COX. The Chair bas overruled me before 
I had the rule read. wh 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is 
familiar with, the rule. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main: question ordered to be put. 

Mr. MALLORY. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. } . 

The motion was disagreed to—ayes 49, noes 75. 

Mr. ANCONA called for the yeas and nays on 
the motion. 

The, yeas and nays were ordered. git 

The question was taken; and was decided in 
the negative—yeds 21, nays 82; as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. James C. Alien, Ancona, Bliss, Cor, 
Finck, Uarding, Holman, W iljiam Jonson, Law, Lazear, 
Marcy, Middleton, Morrison, Nelson, Pruyn, James 5. Rol- 
lins, Ross, Strouse, Ward, Joseph W. White, and F ernando 
Wood—Q). one 

NAYS=+Mesers. Altey; Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ar 
nald, Ashley, Baily, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, 
Blaine, Boutwell, Boyd, Broonall, William G. Grows, 
Ambrose W, Clark, Freeman Cjarke, Cobb, Cote, Cravens, 
Henry Winter Davis, Thomas ‘T. Davis, Dixon, Dane, 
Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, Eliot, Frank, Gooch, a ’ 
Haile, Higby, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Asabel W. Mupbasd, Jue 
H. Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Franc ne 
Kellogg, Orlando Keltogg, Loan, Marvin, Mcbride, e- 
Charg, McIndve, Samuel F. Miller, Morrill, Daniel Morr, 
Athos Myers, Leonard Myers, Odell, Orth, Patterson, ~ 
ham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William H. Randall, cee 
H, Rollins, Schenck, Scofield, Shannon, Smithers, ao 
ing, Starr, Join Be Steele, Thayer, Thomas, Tracy, a h 
Van Valkenburgh, Elihu B. Washburne, William B. Was 


ter, Mor. 
FS, Orth, 
wali, Ba. 


Mithers 


na, Augustus c 


; Pendleton’ 
’ 


pted, two thirds 


I think my colleague is not quite 


burn, Webster, Whhicy; Williams, Wilder, Wilson, and 


Windom—82. . r 
So the House refused to adjourn. 
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ri . question recurring On the adoption of the | 
is i | 


yesolulron, 


Mr. TH AYER called for the yeas and nays: 
V. BLDRIDGE. “I move to lay the resolu- 


thon on the 


18 and nays. 


ve 
’ 


side to modify the resolution. 


Cries of “ Order!’ : 
The yeas and nays were orderéd: 


The question was put; and it was decided ih | 


the negative—yeas 23, nays 80; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Bliss, Chan- | 


onison, Eden, Eldridge, Uercick, Philip John- 
Wil ee eheitae Law, Lefiond, William i. Miller, 
soe con, Pendleton, Prayn, Samuet J. Ravdatl, Rogers, 
ere ener Chilton A. White, and Fernando Wood—23. 
BN YS _ Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, 
agniey, Baily, Agustus C. Baldwin, John D. Baldwin, 
never, Beaman, Blaine, Boutwell, Boyd, Broomall, Wil- 
Buxt a Brown, Ambrose Ws Clark, Freeman Wiarke, 
ew Cole, Henry Winter Davis, Thomas 'T. Davis, Dixon, 
on i Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, Eliot, Frank, Gooch, 
ae muell: Hale, Harrington, Higby, Hooper, Hotctikiss, 
Asael W. Hubbard, Jolin He Hubbard, Jenekes, Julian, 


fer, Clay, 


Laan, Marvin, MeBride, McClurg, Mcludoe, Samue). F. 
Miller Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos. Myers, Leonard 
Mywrs, Orth, Patterson, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William ¥f. 
Randall, Edward H. Rollins, Schenck, Scofield, Shannon, 
<u ihors, Spalding, Starr, Thayer, Thomas, Tracy, Upson, 
Van Valkenburgh, Elihu B. Washburne, William B. Wash- 
born. Webster, Whaley, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, and 
Windom—20. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I rise to a privileged 
question. | desire to enter & mption to recon- 
sider the vote by which the message of the Pres- 
identof the United States was referred to the Mil- 
itary Committee yesterday. 

The motion was entered. 


Mr. PENDLETON. .. I now move. that the 
House adjourn, inasmuch as.the previous ques- 


tion is seconded upon the resolution, and L sup- 


pose it is immaterial, to gentlemen whether the 
yote be taken to-night or Monday. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to adjourn, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 23, nays 80; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. James Cy Allen, Ancona, Augustus C. 
Baldwin, Bliss, James 8, Brown, Chanler, (lay, Denison, 
Bden, Eldridge, Herricks Philip Johnson, Law, Long, 
Marey, Middleton, William . Miller, Morrison, Pendle- 
tou, Pruyn, Strouse, Joseph*W. White, and Fernando 
Wood—23, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Amold, 
Ashley, Baily, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, 
Francis P. Blair, Boutwell, Boyd, Broomall, Ambrose 
W. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cebb, Cole, Henry Winter 
Davis, Thomas T, Davis, Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Dumont, 
Eliot, Gooch, Grinnell, Hale, Harrington, Highy, Hooper, 


Howelikiss, Asaliel W. Hubbard, John H. Hubbard, Jenekes, | 


Jolian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kel- 


logg, Loan, Marvin, Me Bride, MeCturg, McIndoe, Samuel | 


P, Miller, Morrill, Danict, Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard 
Myers, Odell, Orth, Patterson, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, Wil- 
liam H. Randall, Edward HL Rofttins, Schenck, Scofibtd, 
Scott, Shannon, Sthithers, Starr, Thayer, Thomas, "Tracy, 
Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Eliha B.Washbarne;William Bz 
Washburn, Webster, Whaley, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, 
Windom, and Winfield—80z 


So the House refused to adjourn, 
During the call of the'roll, 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, stated that 


Mr. Fanxswortn had been obliged to leave the | 


Hall on account of illness, 


fhe question recurring ow' the passage of tlie 


resolution, 
Mr. THAYER demanded the yens and nays. 
Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I rise tow priv- 
lleged question. [ask to be excused from voting 
on the ground that [ applied to. gentlemen on the 


other side to modify the resolution go that itshould: | 


express simply a censure, and they refused. 


Mr, ANCONA, .On the motion to excuse, | | 


call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


Mr. HOLMAN, I call for a.division on ex-| 


“ARNG the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
“everal Mempers. ; Too late, 
Mr. HOLMAN, No, siv, 
call for a division, 


_ *LE Question Wag, pyt, and one member voted 
in. the affirmative, 


Mr. HOLMAN... I do not desire to leave the 


use withouta : ; 
the eall far quorum, and therefore withdraw 


table, and upon that P demand the | 


vir. BROWN, of Wisconsin. Beforé that ques- | 
fion istaken, | appeal to géntlemen ‘on the other || 








EE 


sivyl amgpot too late. 1) 





4 division... My ouly,object was, to. 


t+ &S- +4 4- 


state that I desire to be excused on the same 
ground as the gentleman from’ Wisconsin. 

Mr. ANCONA, 

The House divided, and the motion was dis- 
egreed to—ayes 8, noes 83, 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. move to excuse thé Chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs from 
voting upon this question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SCHENCK: ‘Phe chairman of the Com- 


| mittee on Military Affairs does not ask to be eX- 


cused from any vote, and he does not dodge: 
Mr. HOLMAN. Is it in order to a&k the gen- 
tleman who offered the resolution to niodify it? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, Itis not in order; 
the previous quéstion having been ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 


| the affirmative—yens 93, hays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—Méssrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, 
Ashley, Baily; Atfeustus ©. Baldwin, John D. Baldwin, 
Raxter, Beaman, Blaine, Francis P. Blair, Bautweil; Boyd, 
Broomall, James 5. Brown, Ambrose W. Clack, Freemni 
Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Cox, Henry Winter Davis, Thomas 'T. 
Davis, Dixon, Domelly, Driggs, Duinont, Eckley, Elfot, 
English, Frank, Ganson, Garfield, Gooeh, Grinnell Hate, 


|| Harringtow, Higby, Holman, Hotelkiss,Asahel W. Bub 
Kasson, Kelley, Francis W.  Keliogg, Orlaudo Kellogg, || 


bard, John Ll.llubbard, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, 
Frahecis -W. Kellogg, Orlando ‘Kellogg, Kernan,. Loan, 
Marvin, McAllister, MeBride, McClurg, Meltndoe, Mid 
dleton, Samuel F. Miller, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Atrros 
Myers, Leonard Myers, Nelson, Odetly Orth, Patterson, 
Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William. U. Randall,, Bdward H. 
Rollins, Schenck, Scotield, Shannon, Smithers, Spalding, 
Starr, Join B. Steele, William G. Steele, Thayer, Thomas, 
Tracy. Upson, Vaw Vaikenburgh, Elihu Be Washburie, 
William B. Washburn, Webster, Whaley, Williams, Wil- 
der, Wilson, Windom, and Winfigld—93. 
NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Bliss, Chanter, 
Denison, Eden, Eldridge, Law, Le Blond, Wijtiatn 1. Mil 
Jer, Morrison, Pendleton, Pruyn; Samuel J. Randalt, Ross, 
Strouse, Chilton A. White, and Fernando Weed—1l& 


Sa the resolution was adopted, 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. THAYER stated that Mr. Moortieab had 
paired with Mr. Strives. 

Mr. J. ©. ALLEN stated that his eollengue, 
Mr. Haunts, was detained at his room by iliness. 

Mr. PENDLETON stated that his colleagué, 
Mr. Nose, was confined to his room by indis- 
position. . 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

And then,(on motion of Mer.WASHBURNE, 
of Illinois, at five o’clock and twenty minates, pi 
m.,) the House adjourned unl Monday next, at 
twelve o’clock, m, 





IN SENATE. 
Monpary, -4Ipril 11, 1864. 


Prayer by Rev. Cuantes M. Trier, of Mas- 
sachusetts. 


ELECTION UF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


The Secrerary called the Senate to order and 
said; The Secretary has received, the following 
letter from the Vice President: 

Vice Presipent’s Ouamber, 
Wasuinocton, Jpril 9, 1864, 
Sir: [shat be absent from the city on Monday next. 


Please communicate information of this fact to the Sen- 
ate on Monday morning. 


Yours, very respectiully, H, HAMILAIN,. 
Hon, J..W. Forney, Secreleryof the Senate; 


Mr. WILSON. 
lution: 

Resolved, Mhatin the absence of the Vice Presideht, Hon. 
SoLomonN Foot be appointed President pro tempore of the 
Senate. . 

The resolution was agreed to unanimously, and 
Mr. Foor took the chair as President'pro tempore. 

The Journal of Friday last was read and ap- 


proved. 


L submit the following reso- 


PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 


Mr. GRIMES... Mr. President, I rise for the 
first ame, and] trust it. will be the last time, to a 
personal.cx olanation. 

The PRESLDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from lowa asks unanimous consent to make @ per- 
sonalexplanation,. Noobjection being.made, the 
leave is granted. 

Mr: GRIMES,. Mr. President, doubtless Sen- 
ators have observed upon their desks this morn 
ing what purports to be a report of the Commit- 
tee on- Naval Affairs, aud to have been presented 
to the Senate by the chairman of that committee 
on the 7th of Apriliast, it has beew distributed 


PONG RESSION AL, GLOBE, 


{ renew the call for a division. | 
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|| for the first time this morning. The report cour 


tains the folfloWihg paragraph: 
_ * Your committee cannot consent to Jet this subject psy 
from Uie consideration of the Senate without briefly ad 
verting to the clremmetances under whteh Unis DI Was re 
ferrod to them tor their censiderattion, Several Senators 


| whe spoke on this subject professed to, know all about At, 
| apd assured the Senate that it was nothing but the repeal 


ofa joint resolution, pagsed for a temporary purpose, ale 


| whose only operation how was the obstruetion and indér 


ance of the wholesome operation ef the enrollment law? 
apd they seemed jingpatiout that the whole body of (be Bene 


| tors Were net as well acquainted with the subject as hey 


themselves Were. ‘Indeed, the Very suggestion of, refer 

erice to the Committee on Naval Affairs was vefeed upen 
by one member of the committee fora severe reprimad 
his colleagues on the committee for the Manner in which 


| they perfomed, or rather neglected, their duties. Indeed, 
| ‘sO éarhest Wak the purpose to pass the bill withdut refer 


ence, frat those wha hisisted apon the ordinary course of 
legislation in this: case were uaduubtediy jooked upon as 
obsiinately, Haat factiously, Oppesiag vsimply act OF legee- 
Jation which the immediate and pressing emergencies of Ue 
comitry seemed Absolutely to demand should be prompuy 


| @ndinmimediately passed; and it wae nortll ater tire moniing 


hour had expired and the subject had passed trom the enor 


| sidetation of the Renate, thapby the courtesy, of an hones 


able member of the Senate, whe never falls to respond. to 
any appeat to his courtesy, kindness, generosty, or sense 
of justice, Hon. Mr. HARtan, of Towa, the sabjcet wae by 
him permitted to be voted on after he hid the, oor on am 
oer subject. And when Ue bill under these extraordinary 


| circumstances was thus refé@reed, the committee, we first 


monrént they cast their eyes upon the joint tesolution trie 


| summarily sought to be rupeatcd, found that this bulweald 


not.only repeal the ebuoxious resolution obstructing ihe 
operation of the enrollment act, but would also repeal ary 
other provision of law which, in their opinion, ought not 10 


| be repeated, barthe repeal of which would returd and irinder 


the object which we ult wish to effect, namely, the filling 
up of qur Navy with able seaimen,.”? 


Mr. President, f have taken the trouble to as 
certain, and I find that this is a gendine document. 
It was presented to the Senate by the chuirman 
of the Committee on Naval Affaity’aw emanating 
from that committee, was printed at the public 
printing press, and is filed «mong the archives of 
the' Senate. Itis not, therefore, I citi assure the 
Senate, like another document which they ma 
have had their a ealled to, pritited at pri- 
vate"instatrice at @ private press, In imitation of 
the type, heading, and size of a Senate document, 
to which were appended imperfect extracts of tes, 
timony and ‘a tpn of a client to his’ attorney, 
which did not tell the truth. Unfortunately for 
both client and attorney, that client did not escape 
the ordeal through which he was passing qfite as 
safely as he represented. Bat although this re- 
port purports to come from the Committee on Na- 
val Affaire, no membér of the Naval Committee 
ever saw it until it was presented to the Senate, 
If any member of the committee did sve it, tet 
him now state that he snw it. 

As I receive no response, l infer that I am re- 
peating correctly what each member of tliat com- 
mittee has toldme. Batalthough this report was 
not shown to the members of the committee, ut 
was shawn, before it was presented tothe Senate, 
to ather gentlemen than the members of the com- 
mittee, 

‘The report saysthat whem the “eyesof the eém- 
mittee’? were first cast upon the bibl, they discov 
ered that there were two provisions of law which 
it sought to pepeal, leaving us to infer thet the 
chairman of the Committee on Navul Affaire, whe 
is the author of this'production , and whro 18 to be 
held solely responsible for it, was not aware at 
that time thatthere bad been any Jegislation upon 
the subject of advance pay to the sailors who en; 
listed into the public service. bcan inform the 
Senater and the Senate that we had at the time 
that resolution was passed a law: which author 
izecl an advance of three months’ pay. 

This report says that ‘this last provision’ 
that im regard to advance pay++*t is: believed to 
be eminently Wise, and well calculated to aidiin 
filling up the Navywath just that class of seamen 
thatare now wanted in the service’? . ft is barety 
possible that if the distinguished author of this 
report had Knewn that that section of the joint 
resolution, was adopted at my instance, he would 
wot have spoken so favorably of itan’ the report 
as hehas done: ' 

Mr. President, if it be intended to be asserted 
that any Senator asstred the Senate im the debate 
that’ wes had on the introduction of the bill, upon 
which the report purports to be made, that noth- 
ing was'meant but a répeal of that part of the res- 
olution which related to the transfer of men, it 
asserte what is not true.’ 1 have taken the trouble 
to read that entire debate again to-day, and no 
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Senator who spoke upon the subjeet made any 
such assertion. What were the facts? I intro- 
duced a bill to repeal the whole resolttion; and 
the question before the Senate was not whether 
the bill should pass, not whether it should then 
be amended, but whether it should be considered 
or not, 
repealed lying before me. I intended to read and 
expound it to the Senate if they concluded to con- 
sider the bill; and then I intended to satisfy the 
Senate if I could, and I think I could have sat- 
isfied them, that both sections ought to be re- 
pealed, the one which was adopted at my in- 
stance as well as the one proposed by the Sena- 
tor from California, because I found that it was 
creating confusion at the Navy Department and 
confusion among the men who wished to be 
transferred and wished to enlist into the naval 
service. Here was an old law which allowed 
three months’ advance pay, and here was a new 
law which allowed three months’ advance pay, 
bet to be returned to the Federal Treasury out 
of any prize money that the sailors might be en- 
titled to; and the idea had been propagated by 
men in New York and Philadelphia, and was 
being received as true by sailors, that these two 
provisions were intended to cover the same ad- 
vanee, and would only entitle them to one three 
months’ advance pay, which would have to be 
returned out of the prize money as well as out of 
their legitimate pay; and I thought it was better 
to incorporate all the legislation on this subject 
in some other bill, soas to make it perfectly clear 
and patent to the dullest comprehension. 

It ia true thatthe resolution of the Senator from 
California, [Mr. Conness,] which was sought to 
be repealed, was intended to be passed merely for 
& temporary purpose. No other design was ex- 
pressed by him; but in order to facilitate the mat- 
ter at the time, and as I thought it might possibly 
stimulate recruiting atthe djfferent naval rendez- 
vous, | proposed to add the section which I of- 
fered as an amendment, When I found that it 
was not answering the purpose which was con- 
templated, and when I found, whathas beenshown 
by the experience of the last ten days, that in 
consequence of the enrollment bill, which allows 
avery locality along our Atlantic coast to be cred- 
ited with the seamen who may enlist into the na- 
val service upon their military quotas, sailors 
were beginning to come in, I did not think it was 
necessary that this additional three months’ ad- 
vance pay should be continued on the statute- 
book. If the Senate had decided to consider the 
bill, I should have attempted to convince them of 
that fact, and I have no doubtI should have suc- 
ceeded in doing so, 

This report asserts that 

“The very suggestion of reference to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs was seized upon by one member of the com 
mrittee for a severe reprimand to his colleagues ou the com- 
mittce for the manuerin which they performed, or rather 
neglected, their duties.”’ 

Why, Mr. President, 1 never had the most re- 
mote idea of reprimanding the Naval Conimittee. 
1 knew too well by-three years’ experience how 
the business of the Naval Committee is conducted. 
i know that the Senator from New Hampastrire 
considers himself the Naval Committee. I know 
that he calls up bills whenever he chooses, and 
disposes of them about as he chooses; and | was 
perfectly well aware, as is evidenced by the fact 
im connection with this report, which has been 
submitted tothe Senate without having been sub- 
mitted to a single member of the committee, that 
he was the man who was solely responsible for 
the conduct of naval affairs. 

Let me say here one word in connection with 
my service on the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
I have been for three years a member of thatcom- 
mittee. Inever sought to be placed upon it. 
Every member of the party of which lam amem- 
ber who has been on the committee to designate 
members of the committees of this body will bear 
testimony that at every session | have sought to 
be detached from that committeé. It was an- 
pleasant for me to be on that committee. | never 
asked for any position on any committee, and 
simply desired that 1 might be detached from that 
committee. Why did | not desire to serve on it? 
For the reason I have stated, that it was unpleas- 
anttome. The Senator from New Hampshire 
seemed to imagine that because he was chairman 
of the committee, he had the entire contro} of it. 


| 
I had the joint resolution sought to be 





Se 


| at present 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


He told the Senate here in his place that at the 
comnmencement of this session he went to the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Morean] and pro- 
posed to him to make him the chairman of the 
Naval Committee. Why, sir, eighteen hundred 
years ago there was a case somewhat similar, 
when the Saviour of men was taken upon the 
Mount and offered all that he beheld if he would 
only fall down and worship. There was just 
about the same power to bestow the gift in the 
one case as in the other; and | am happy to say 
that in each case both the tempterand the tempt- 
ation were spurned. 

Mr. eee I have no desire to serve on this 
committee, because I believe that the Senator from 
New Hampshire, the chairman of the committee, 
is the most unrelenting, determined,. persistent 
enemy of the Secretary of the Navy,and of the 
Navy Department, that there is in this country. 
If there has been any opportunity when he could 
assai! the Department and thereby the public ser- 
vice, either in public conversation or in private, 
and he has not availed himself of it, I should like 
to know when it was. He has been appointed by 
this Senate to protect and guard and defend the 
Navy Department, and he has protected and de- 
fended and guarded it; but it is the protection that 
the wolf extends to the lamb. 

Mr. President, there is another report on our 
tables, presented at the same time from the same 
distinguished source, on the subject of the naval 
supply bill, which b had the honor to present to 
the Senate, and which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. ‘This report says: 

‘<The system” — 


That is, the system of procuring naval supplies 





r. CONNESS., 
report that is? 

Mr.GRIMES. It is Senate report No. 45, 
distributed this morning and laid on the desks of 
Senators: 

** The system sought to be overthrown has been in opefa- 
tion, as before stated, for more than half a century, and, 
in the opinion of your committee, has operated well, and 
is well calculated to effect the object sought to be attained, 
namely, supplying the Navy at reasonable prices with the 
best articles demanded for the service. 

“The committee are not aware of any inconveniencés 
to the service by the operation of the present system that 
can be remedied, or even ameliorated, by the proposed 
change.’’ 

I undertake to say thatif any gentleman on the 
Naval Committee saw this report, and saw that 
which | have read, only one member of the Naval 
Committee saw it except the chairman of the 
committee. 

What was the bill that I intgoduced, and what 
is the presentsystem? At the instance of a friend 
of mine, a member of this body, | undertook to 
draw up a bill which | thought would obviate 


I will ask the Senator what 


| some of the troubles in connection with the Navy 


| Department and abolish some of the corruptions | 


a 


that I knew were prevailing in connection with 
the furnishing of supplies under naval contracts. 
I cutled to my assistance those men in the Navy 
Departmentand out of it, with whom I had con- 
versed befere and at the time that I drew it, who, 
as | knew, had the most experience. After it 
was drawn the bill was sent to prominént mér- 
chants in Boston, New York, and Philadelphia, 
and from them I received replies and suggestions 
in regard to amendments. 

There was one point in connection with that 
bill upon which there was a diversity of opinion 
among those with whom | conversed, and that was 
whether the purchase of naval supplies should be 
confined to naval officers, including officers of thie 
line and the staff, or whether they should be made 
as they now are,through Navy agents who were 
political appointees, Same of the gentlemen, and 
among them the chief of the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks, were in favor of appointing civilians to 
these offices, but connecting them with the Navy 
Department as the naval constructors are now 
connected with’ it. Idid not concur in that view. 
I believed that the safest and best way was toap- 
— naval officers of some grade, either of the 

ine or staff, to fulfill these duties, and I reasoned 
from analogy as well as from experience. What 
would be thought of selecting quartermasters and 


commissaries to supply your Army from civil | 
life alone, not making them military officers at | 


all, giving them no commission, not making them 
ible before a military tribunal for any of 


ject between myself and those 
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my own view. Butthat was the matter of oraall 

est consequence in the whole bill. i aaa il. 

section of the bill is in these words: _ 
That all laws and parts of laws requiring bid 

in classes of articles of supply, or that slaie on are) 


cles enumerated in a cfass to be accepted ; 
be, and the same are hereby, repealed. aS an entire big, 


; Under the present system bids are Bubmitted 
in classes. Suppose the Government wants 4 
lange quantity of various descriptions of iron Ae 
order comes from the Navy Department to th 
commandant of the po to know how much a : 
what descriptions of iron will be needed at re 
yard for the next year. The commandant an 
to the master blacksmith, * Fill out a echedule ot 
these articles anda description of them.” The con. 
tractor goes to the master blacksmith and cor. 
rupts him. He bribes him, and gets him to make 
a schedule certifying that he will need, for ine 
stance, a thousand pounds of one inch square 
iron, and ten thousand pounds of two inch square 
iron. Thecontractor thereupon bids for the largest 
article the smallest amount; for instance, a quar- 
ter of acent; for that of which the smallest amount 
is to be furnished he bids eight cents, the average 
price of iron being four cents. Having this per- 
fect understan@ing with the master blacksmith 
when the contractor is required to fill his con. 
tract, and to go on as they are required to do, 
and fill, in addition to the amount originally stip- 
ulated in the contract, any more of that descrip- 
tion of iron that is required, only a very small 
portion of this quarter cent iron will be called for, 
while enormous quantities of the eight cent iron 
will be called for. Thus the Government is de- 
frauded. So it is in regard to lumber, and 0 it 
is in regard to every article of supply that is fur- 
nished to the Navy Department. 

Why, Mr. President, | have had an opportu- 
nity within a few days of looking into this sub- 
ject. Ihave seen how these naval contractors, 
under thé present system, corrupt the officers of 
the Government—I mean the subordinate officers 
of the Government; I mean the master workmen 
in the various navy-yards of this country—by 
presents and by promises. I have seen, in the 
handwriting of a contractor, a statement of the 
amount that he received in one single item ofcop- 
per, where, by collusion with the master me- 
chanic, the Government had been charged an over- 
weight by which there was received upward of 
$1,000, and that was divided into three parts be- 
tween the men who were in collusion .to corrupt 
the officer and to cheatthe Government. Butthe 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs re- 
ports to the Senate that there is no necessity for 
any change of this description of dealing. This 
bill goes on to declare: 

That if any contractor for naval supplies shall defraud, 
or attempt to defraud, the Government by false coum, 
measure, weight, or quality of the article to be supplied, 
or procure, or attempt to procure, the same to be dove, of 
shall directly or indirectly give, or offer to give, to any 08- 
cer, employ6, or servant of the Navy Department com 
nected with the purchasing, inspecting, and custody of na- 
val supplies, or to any member of the family of any sach 
officer, employé, or servant, any bribe or present of 7 
kind or description, for any purpose whatever, or shall of- 
fer, prémise, or threaten to procure the removal, transfer, 
or promotion of any such officer, employ, or servant, Is 
shall, an conviction before a naval court-martial, de im 
prisoned at hard labor in some penitentiary in the United 
States for a period hot exceeding five years, and fined ina 
sum not exceeding $10,000. 

This bill also proposes to repeal the law au- 
thorizing the appointment of Navy agents; and 
why? Ido not know but there may be honest 
Navy agents; | will not say but that there are; 
hope and- believe that there are some; but I way 
that under the present system we have no oye 
ble control over them, and | would get control 0 
them insome way. We have no control over our 
naval storekeeper, and I would secure control over 
him. lam one of those who believe that a hfe 
commission and the epaulets on the shoulders 
ofa man who has been reared to believe that ae 
is the highest consideration of any man and : ; 
cet, isa greater guarantee to the Government the 
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nds that youcould pile into the Capitol 
nation. ; ‘ . 
the present system if anything is wanted 
yy-yard the Navy agent directs the con- 
¢, hrocure it. For mstance, there is the 
¢ Massey ’s logs that are used on our ships, 
oh are manufactured at New York. The 
y are soldison Broadway. -They 
at the price of twenty dollars. 
Vi we want dsome of them the order to fur- 
was give to a man by the name of 
ud they were furnished to the Govern- 
e price of thirty-six dollars. The Naval 
do not think it necessary to abolish 
r which this is done! 


id patentee offered to furnish to the 
Government for ten cents a pound, was furnished 
Government by one of these naval con- 
vho are to be protected by the action of 
al] Committee, or rather by its chairman, 
een cepts a pound, 
| which L introduced required that all 
s such as oil should be analyzed. 
two years and a half we have been pay- 
1 $1 75 to $2 50 a gallon for sperm oll. 
tly believe we have not had in the public 
‘gallon of sperm oil during that whole 
It has turned out by an investigation that 
cone into that a portion of the oil for 
1$1 69 was procured by the contract- 
y cents, and was almost enurely lard 
with a little sperm. 
‘ommittee on Naval Affairs, or rather 
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During | 


nap, does notthink that the present sys- | 


be abolished! He thinks that the 
m has operated well, is well calcu- 

vifect the objects sought to be attained, 
y, ‘supplying the Navy at reasonable 
s with the best articles demanded for the ser- 
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tem should 
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Chere is another provision in this bill that I 
git to be adopted, and that is in relation 
agents and employés of the Goy- 


} ti r 
rt pubs 


ernment: 
offieer, employé, or servant connected with 

ploymentof the Navy Department, orany officer 

Uiereot in any navy-yard or elsewhere, shal de 

itcmpt or be privy to any attempt to defraud said 

by false count, measure, weight, quantity, or 


naval supply, he shall, upon conviction thereof 


naval court-martial, be fined in any sum not ex 
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ceedings of the Senate yesterday, charged with a misstate 
ment, atalsehood. lt will read it trom the Gtobe: 

““*Mr. Grimes. When I introduced this bill this morn 
ing, ] stated that if there was any objection to its imme 
diate consideration I would not press the bill 
There was no objection. 
shire says that he o 

“IT do not ask anything.’ 


it this time. 
The Senator from New Hanip 


ected.’ 

Oh, no; he did not ask anything. Iam only 

astonished that at thrs place, in imitation of his 

great prototype, Uriah Heep, he did not utter some 

of his usual declarations of extreme humility. 
cy I Ht attention to this breach of partia 


mentary privilege and ofthe rules ot the Senate, and having 
done that, | have done.”’ 


simply want to ca 


Mr. President, when I rose in my place to reply 
to the Senator, by a sort of sharp 
fused to give way to me until he 
a large quantity of documents as reports. Now, 
what were the facts? What I did say and what 
the Senator pretended to quote was this: 

When L introduced this bill this morning T stated that 
if there was any objection to its immediate consideration 
1 would not press the bill at this time. ‘here was no ob 
jection. The Senator from New Hampshire says that he 
objected, but nobody heard him until atter 
speech on the subject of tire bill.” 


practice he re- 
had submitted 


iit 


The Senator cuts one of my sentences in two 


in the middie, quotes the first part of it and does | 


had made a |} 
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HED BY JOHN ©, RIVES, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


New Senies..... Ni 


es wr ee en eee 
Iowa asked me to withdraw it to enable him tom 
explanation, which T did, and then it was dee 
was too late for ine to make the 


objection.” 


Too late after he had made hisspeech. I then 
said that nobody heard him object wntil 

had made the ¢ peech, Hie does not him 
tend that he did make the ol jection untit abt 1 he 
had made the 

issue with me, the Senator comes in here and 
rises to a personal explanation | 


speech. Sutin order to raise an 
a d Farbies al a 

That specimen 
of management, that conduct if done by the pen, 
would be regarded as moral forgery Having 
been uttered here in the S nate, it perl ips does 


cuts in two one of my sentences, 


not become me to apply the epithet that [ think 
be longs to it. 

Mr. President, IT am done now, I trust forever 
with the Senator from New Hampshire. Ll hope 
that I shall never have oceasion to netice hin 
again; but it would be well for that Senator to 
remember hereaft r that non-resistance j 
of the tenets of my faith. I will make anothes 
pledge to the Senate that hereafter, with the ex- 
ception of one amendment which I propose to 


. 


s notone 


| offer to the naval appropriation bill, 1 will nat 


not quote the qualifying part; a specimen of pet- || 


tifogging that would do credit to the most acute 
practitioner at the Old Bailey bar. Did I tell the 
truth, or did | not?” I asserted that *‘ the Senator 
from New Hampshire says that he objected, but 
nobody heard him untilafter he had made aspeech 
on the subject of the bill.’ ‘hat was the fact, 
and the record shows it. I introduced the bill 


| and explained it; stated that if there was any ob- 
| jection to its immediate considerauon l would not 


press it. The Senator rose in his place and then 


| commenced one of his usual attacks on the Sec- 
| retary of the Navy, by attempting to prove that 
| there was either a sufficient number of seamen 


or else that the Secretary of the Navy was dere- 
| lict in his duty in not procuring them, by telling | 


¢ $10,000, and be imprisoned in some penitentiary | 


ie Cuited Stites not exceeding ten years. 


Tie extensive house of Phelps, Dodge & Co., 
of the largest houses in the United States, said 
thatuntilafew days ago they were utterly unable 
rnish tothe Navy Departmenta single article 

in ther line; and why?) ‘They proposed to fur- 
nish the article of tin at the lowest figure that it 


could be bought for anywhere. I think at one 
ime they proposed to furnish it at twenty-nine 
cents. A naval contractor came to them and 
bo 


bought that same lot of tin at twenty-nine cents. 
He turned itinto the Navy at the navy-yard pro- 
lessedly for twenty-seven cents. Llow did he 
make his profit?) By corrupting the agent who 


Was to receive it, the master mechanic who was | 
to receive it,and cheating the Government in false | 


weight. What control has the Government over 


‘hese master mechanics? None whatever. They 
e dismissed from the public service, but they 
ve their ill-gotten gains in their pockets, and 
ty Set us at defiance. 
put them under martial law, and to declare that 
‘ey are convicted of any such offense as that, 
*y shail be incarcerated in the penitentiary in 
ddition to be ing dismissed. But the chairman 


{the Committee on Naval Affairs says that 
The 
at " . 


system sought to be overthrown has been in oper- 
as before stated, for more than half a century, and, 
‘Pilion Of your committee, has operated well, and 
“culated toeffect the object sought to be attained, 
), Supplying the Navy at reasonable prices with the 
“ &rlcies demunded for the service!” 

M: 


Jeng r 
Fay Peg sident, the Senator from New Hamp- 
“te cose the other day in his place and said: 


= to call the attention of the Senate for a single 
toa 1 fiud myself, in the pro- 


' 
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te 


A personal matter. 
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I propose by this bill to | 


l 


| and debated the bill. 
| derstand from my friend who sits at my side, [Mr. 


| may be taken fi 


us about Mr. Kasson’s having applied for the 


| opening of a recruiting rendezvous in the State 


of lowa. After he had got through, the Presid- 
ing Officer said, ** Ils there any objection to the 
present consideration of this bill?’’ 
*“*Mr. Hare. 
“Mr. GRIMES. 
objection until I make a statement. 
‘Mr. Hauge. Certainly.’’ 


[ object to its consideration this morning. 


I then commenced to explain why it was that 
the Secretary of the Navy had declined to allow 


annoy them with anything connected with naval 
matters, but will content myself with recon 
my votes upon subjects of that kind, 


Mr. HALE. I have read somewhere, [ do 


il C 


| not know exactly where, that sportsmen having 


colts in training for the race, take them out and 
exercise them around the course in the morning 
so that they may be fit for the more arduous 
duties of the race when it comes on. The Sena 
tor from Iowa seems to have subjected himself 
to such discipline as that in regard tome. He 


}| hardly thinks he is fit to go on with the duties of 


I hope the Senator will withdraw his | 


a recruiting rendezvous to be opened in the State 
of lowa. While l was speaking, my friend on 
my right, the Senator from Connecticut, (Mr. | 


Foster,} suggested to me that the Senator from || 


New Hampshire had no right to object at that 
stage of the proceedings, because he had gone on 


[ said to the Chair, ** 1 un- 


Foster, | that the Senator from New Hampshire 
has no right to object to the consideration of this 
billafter having zone on and debated it.’’ There- 
upon the Chair decided, I think the sam Presid- 
ing Officer who now occupies the chair, that * the 
debate having proceeded so long wit ol 
tion, the Chair must, if that point is raised, hold 
that the right to object was waived by the pro- 
tracted debate which bas sand the'bill 
is before the Sen asin Committee of the Whole, 
and open to amendment.” 

To show that I was correct in saying that the 
Senator did not object unul after he had made his 


nout jec- 


a) 
h taken plac 


| speech, I will call the Senator from New Hamp- 


shire himself upon the stand, and his testimony 
x whatever Senators may deem it 
to be worth: 
**Mr. Hate. 
gle word. 
’ ; — } : j ; : 
“ When this bill was introduced, [objected to its consid- 
eration. The Senator from Lowa asked me to withdraw it.”’ 
Withdraw the objection after he had made 
speech. Neither the record nor himself pretends 
that he made any objection at any other time. 
The 


In justice to myself, I desire to say a sin 


his 


]T objected to its consideration. Scnator from 


the day until he has hada tilt at me. I will leave 
him all he makes by it. [ have but very little to 
say in reply to this labored effort. When the 
Senator’s bill which he lauds so much comes up 
I shall endeavor to defend the report ef the com- 
mittee as well asl may. No doubt the Senate 


| and the country will exceedingly regret that the 


Senator is not to make any more speeches on 
these subjects. I hope, however, that the coun- 
try will survive it, and that the rebellion will be 
squelched, notwithstanding. 

One word, sir, in regard to the personal attack 
which he makes upon me with reference to the 
report made the other day, in regard to which he 
intimates that he has polled the committes, The 
bill was submitted to the Committée on Naval 
Atfairs at a meeting when there was a majority 
present, though the Senator from lowa was ab- 
sent, and the committee came to a unanimous Ccon- 
clusion and instructed me to draw the report, and 
I drew it in accordance with the unanimous vote 
of the committee. I am not aware that it is the 
practice when such a course as tnat is taken for 
the report always to be submitted to the commit- 
tee after the committee have come to a conclusion 
and instructed a member to draw.a report. In 
that, however, | may be mistaken; but in this 
matter I was a little more careful than that, not- 
withstandjng the asseveration of the Senator from 
lowa. I drew up about half the report and read 
it to the committee. After it was all finished I 
then submitted it to another member of the com- 
mittee, who asked me if there was anything dif- 
ferent from what was read before, and I told him 
not, and he declined to read it, 

So much for the manner in which the commit- 
tee have been treated by me. I had supposed 
that the Naval Committee, if their rights were 
aggrieved by any assumption of the chairman, 
were competent to take care of themselves. I 
have stated the fact, the simple-fact; and the dif- 
ficulty in that report, and the only difficulty in it, 
is that it is trué every word of it; and the reason 
that the facts were present d to the Senate was 


simply this: after | came to this result I desired 
to present to the Senate a brief argum t ugainst 
a course of legislation which [| thou was im- 
provide nt, irregular,and unw . ! upon look- 
if it over I thought I could best do it by a sim- 


ple narration of the facts which occurce d in the 
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Denate Chamver, and that is the reason why l 


Yow, sir, | have found out one thing this morn- 





ing Which is some relief to me, and I am glad to 
find it out; and that is the cause of offense which 
Has prevented the country, the Nava! Committee, 
the Senate, the C ore ,and tl suse of the 
counwy from 1 ceiving the distinguished ser- 
vices of the Senator from lowa upon the Naval 
Committers Lt is iat he did not have sufficient 
influ nee pon thie committee; that the hairman 
Was VerDearyig, usut 1 thie whole, md did 
éver og his own way, and of course therefore 
the ator! n lowa did nothave that conside r- 
ation to which he was cutitled. Notwithstand- 
i! rth Vilupel lion Wi h WV iil hy ( has issailed me, 
notwilhstandit the covert attacks—no, hardly 
covert, tl pen attac ks upon my veracity, the 
various flings he has made, and the exhibition of 
good temper and amlability which he has given 
LHis morning, I want to say that when the Sena- 
’ 


x Was upon the Committer 


on Naval Affairs, 
und met there, so far was [ from engrossing the 
affairs of the committee, that the most important 
changesthat were made in the naval laws during 
the last Congress, and they were very important, 
were made by bills introduced into the Senate and 
which [ never saw or heard a word 6f until after 
they were introduced; and even in some cases 
where matters had been 


, 
Spt cially referred to a 


resentatives, and I was atthe head of the com- 
mittee, | was not even there consulted, and when 
I came toe ul the committee together 1 found that 
they had agreed on their bills and report 
and I never saw some of them until they were in- 
troduced into the Senate | believe the Senator 
from lowa did not exhibit anything more than 


his usual modesty in the discussions of the naval 


! them, 


bills; and | would stand or fall by the assertion 
of every member who was on the committee that 


there was more consideration paid to the views of 


the Senator from lowa than all the other mem- 
bers put together. 


One word, sir, in regard to what I thought was 


not very assuming. At the commencement of 


this session, when the matter of organizing the 
committees was under discussion, | went to the 
distinguished Senator from New York [Mr, Mor- 
GAN] and told him thatI thought, considering the 
size of the State of New York, its commercial in- 
la Navy and to all that was 
to be protected by the Navy, it was due to his 
State that he should have the place of head of that 
committee, and that if he would acct pt it I would 
gladly withdraw and use what little influence | 
had to give him the place. 
lowa looks upon that act a8 an act of atrocity 
Recond only to the attempted corruption of the 
Saviour of the world by the enemy of souls. It 
secms to mic that he ( 


terests, its relation tot 


must have had rather an ex- 
aggerated idea of the consequence that was to be 
attached to what I proposed to do and the man- 
ner in which | proposed to do it. 
Mr. President, [ regret this as much as any- 
body; but while that venom existed in the heart 
of the Senator it was better that it should come 
out, and come out asithas this morning, openly, 
and before the Senate and before the world. But, 
sir, the Senator was not content with all that, and 
was not willing to let this thing go with such an 
exhibition as this without winding up with a 
threat. TI can tell the Senator that I value his 
threat just exactly as much as I do his speech; 
and if | thought it could influence me to utter a 
word or to hold my tongue from the utterance of 
a single syllable, | should look upon myself as 
the meanest wretch that ever crawled into this 
pla e. No, sir, his threat—I will not characterize 
it nor designate it. I do not know that it is not 
becoming the decorum of debate and the proprie- 
ties of the place, and in entire accordance with 
what he considers due to good taste and the de- 
corum and propricty of the body. 
tice that with me he is done. I am glad of it, 
entirely glad of it. If thereis aman on this broad 
footstool of God that has cause of offense against 
me, it is of his seeking. If there is a human being 
that has ever suffered wrong at my hand, let it 
have been ever so unintentional, that I have not 
been anxious and earnest and prompt to redress, 
[ do not know it. The Senator may choose kis 
own position and keep it; I shall pursue mine. I 
shall not descend or condescend to personalities, 


He gives no- 


ate and House of Rep- | 


But the Senator from | 


———— a 


let them be heaped upon me as they may; and if 
the session the Senator’s moral or 
mental health should be such as to require such 


in Lhe course oj 


another ebullition as he has given this morning, I 
all content myself with letting it pass in silence. 
One word more » Sir, be fore | sit down. ‘The 

Senator and I disagree in regard to another report 

that I made. The Senator thinks that there is 

great corruption in the Navy Department. Sodo 
|. Weagcree there. Where does he think it 1s? 


He thinks it is among the mechanics, the black- | 


smiths, and the employés taken from the middle 
Mr. President, when the truth comes to 
be known, when the facts come to be see hn, it will 
be found that you will have to go a litte higher 
than blacksmiths, carpenters, or mechanics to 
reach the guilty parties, I will go further, and 
say that when youexamine the contracts that have 
been made, those that have been made in the regu- 
lar course of business by the Navy Department in 


ciasses. 
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and the adoption of measures for so 


the legitimate channels through the Navy agents, || 


and compare them with those that have been made | 


by the Department outside of the regular channels, 


you will find thatthe costofthe latter purchases has | 
been at least fifty per cent., | think, in advance of | 
those thathave been made where the regular course | 


of the law has been followed, 
I will not be premature in discussing that subject. 
When it comes up | shall endeavor to stand by 
the report of the committee. 


ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL. 
Mr. HOWARD. 
bill No. 206. 
Mr. COWAN. 
present petitions. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. The morning houris now 
passed, and I desire, after the long delay which 


I move to take up House 


I hope we shall be allowed to 


But, Mr. President, | 


has been interposed, to be permitted to take up 


the naval appropriation bill to-day. 1 must ob- 
ject to the taking up of any other bill, but [ am 
willing to allow'a few minutes for morning busi- 
ness. 

Mr. HOWARD. It will take buta short time 
to dispose of the bill which I wish to take up. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What is the bill? 

Mr. HOWARD. It is the bill in relation to 
the establishment of the arsenal at Rock Island. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Of course there will be 
debate on that. There was the other day. 


Mr. HOWARD. There will be but a very 


short debate, I think. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. 
tion. 
The motion was not agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will receive petitions. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. COWAN presented a memorial of the 
members of the Legislature of the State of Penn- 


I must object to the mo- | 


The Chair 


sylvania, a memorial of the officers of the Phil- | 


adelphia, Wilmington, and Baltimore Railroad 


Company, and two memorials of citizens of Phil- | 


adelphia, remonstrating against the extension of 
facture of vulcanized India rubber; which were 
referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office. 


he patents of Charles Goodyear for the manu- | 


He also presented a memorial of the Board of | 
Trade of Phéladelphia, praying for the construc- | 


tion of a suitable pier at Lewes, in the State of 


Delaware; which was referred to the Committee | 


on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Phil- 
adelphia, praying for increased railroad facilities 
between the cities of New York and Philadelphia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and the Militia, 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of the 


Adams Express Company, praying for the issue | 


of Treasury notes in the place of Treasury notes 
lost by that company by the sinking of the 


steamer Bio Bio at New Orleans on the 22d day 


of March, 1863; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Finance ° 
He also presented three petitions of citizens of 
Michigan, praying that a duty of not less than 





ten cents per pound be levied upon all wool of | 


foreign production imported into the United 
States; which were referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 


Mr. SUMNER presented two petitions of wo- 


1 


men of Farmington, New York, praying for the 





i April ] L. 


abolition of slavery throughout the Uniied « 
- _ teu dia 


ur 
cline 


Constitution as forever to prohibitits exis 
any portion of our common country; 
referred to the select committee 6 
freedmen. 

He also presented a petition of w 
tario county, New York, praying for th 
cipation of all persons of African des , } 
involuntary service or labor in the United 


Which wer 


On slave ty 


a 


Omen of On. 


Ny 


which was referred to the select comm 
slavery and freedmen. 
Mr. TEN EYCK presented the petition o¢1 


athan Ball, praying for an extension of his n.: 
for an improved mode of coating the interi.. 
of metallic water-pipes with hydraulic 
which was referred to the Committee on Pat 
and the Patent Office. Fi 
Mr. MORGAN presented a petition of 
of New York, praying for the creation of 9 oy 
district court of the United States to he h i 
the port of New York; which was referred ia 
Committee on the Judiciary. " 
Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of 


of New York, praying for the creat; 


Ze 


e 
if 


; . rs 1On OF a ne W 
district court of the United States to be holy 
the port of New York; which was referred to «J 


| Committee on the Judiciary. 


| the city of New York on the Ith of A 1 1863 


He also presented the petition of Mrs, £ 
Donnelly, the mother, and Miss Sarah Do 
the sister of Colonel Dudley Donn lly, W 
killed at the battle of Cedar Mountain « 
of August, 1862, praying for a pension; 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. WILLEY pre sented the petition of Alf, 
A. Belknap, a paymaster in the United § 
Navy, praying to be relieved from all 1 
bility for a certain sum of money belong 
the United States which was stolen from 


ells 
vy 


l } 
i 


which was referred to the Committee on N 
Affairs. 

Mr. NESMITH presente d the petition of W 
liam Napoleon Walton, praying that: 
given to him in the construction of a | 
zrograph from the waters of the M 
to San Francisco, California, or Portland, 0 
gon; which was referred to the Committe: 
Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. WILSON. I present to the Ser 
first annual report of the National Academy 


id may 


| Sciences, and move that five hundred c 


printed. 
The motion was referred to the Committ 


| Printing. 


Mr.FOSTER. I present the petition of B 


erds& Co. and others, residents of Portland, | 


| necticut, representing that they are inter: 


necticut freestone to various sections of Ut L 
that by the present reciprocity treaty, which W 


the business of quarrying and transporting © 


| continue in force until September, 1860, a) 


ger unless notice be given, crude stone and tna 
‘is introduced into the United States from Car 
free of duty; and that under that treaty a'so, 

a misapprebension of its terms, stone which Is 
a certain extent worked is also introduced | 
of duty in a condition for building purposes. [} 
petition prays that that treaty may be abrogate 
and that steps may be taken to abolish the pres 
ent practice under it. I present also the pel 
of E. M. Muhland and others, of Middlesex 


| county, Connecticut, on the same subject. Lm : 
their reference to the Committee on Foreign Re: 


lations. 
The motion was agreed to. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills and joint resolutions trom 
the House of Representatives were severally 
twice by their titles, and referred as indicated 


| low: 


A bill (No. 383) to incorporate * the home 
friendless women and children’’—to the Commir 
tee on the District of Columbia. . Wi. 

A bill (No. 388) for the relief of Jesse 


: lin ds 
' liams—to the Committee on Publi Lands. 


ise 


A joint resolution (No. 60) referring the © 
of James H. McCulloch to the Court of Ciaims~ 
to the Committee on Clayms. ts 

A joint. resolution (No. 61) referring - 
of Charles Wilkes to the Court of Claims— 
Committee on Claims. ss i ae 

A joint resolution (No. 62) for the retie! 0°’ 


996 








N 


yvoicn W 


yhich 1s 
uced | 
oses. Th 
abrogate 
) the pres 
ye pelo 
Middlesex 
ot. | move 
oreign Re- 


tions from 

erauy read 
} 

dicated 


e home to! 
ie Commit 


Jesse Wil 
ands. 


° the case 


yf Claims— 


ng the cast 


ms—to te 


relief of A 


pS. 


stmaster at Harrison, Ohio—to the 
Pp Offices and Post Roads. 

OkTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
WILSON, feom the Committee on Mili- 
’ 4 . , 

ithe Militia, to whom was referred 

11. R. No. 25]) to organize a regiment of 

yolupteer enginecrs, reported it without 


M 


y 
\f “WA DE. The committee on the conduct 
+] war who were instructed to inquire into 
sos of and circumstances attending the 
lary expedition into Florida, have in- 
a to make a report and to ask that the 
ind accompanying evidence be printed. 
\ ~ be for the use of the House of Repre a 


tives and for the Senate also, I move that 
sand extra copies be printed. 

T syal number was ordered to be printed, 
motion to printextra copies was referred 

Committee on Printing. 

\ir, DOOLITTLE, from the Committee on | 

Tn Affuirs, to whom was referred a commu- | 
ati , from the Secretary of the Interior, trans- 
Hine a copy of acommunication from the Sec- 


; cov of War, and a copy of a report from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, upon the sub- 
fproviding means of subsistence for the Nav- 
Indians of New Mexico, upon a reservation 


Bosque Redondo, on the Pecos river, and 
mending an appropriation to effect the ob- 
-ontemplated, reported a bill (S. No. 226) 
fin the settleme nt, subsistence, and support 


yaid 
‘ 


Navajo Indian captives upon a reserva- 
; Territory of New Mexico; which was 
read, and passed to a second reading. 
LICENSES TO INDIAN TRADERS. 
Mr. LANE, of Kansas, submitted the follow- 
solution; Which was considered by unani- 


| 


mous consent, and agreed to: 1] 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
it juire into the expediency of abolishing the 
t system of licensing Indian traders, to report by 
rwise. 
BILLS BECOME LAWS. 
\ message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Nicoxay, hisSecretary, announced 
that the President of the United States had ap- 
proved and signed, on the 8th instant, the follow- 


An act (S. No. 79) to incorporate the Provi- | 


tal of the city of Washington, Dis- 
trict of Columbia; 


"Alt act (S. No. 80) to provide for the better || 


rganization of Indian affairs in California; 

An act (S. No. 82) concerning notaries public 
for the District of Columbia; 
inact (S. No. 155) to incorporate the Union 
Gas-Lighit Company of the District of Columbia; 


\n act (S. No. 163) to authorize the Columbia 
Institution for the Deaf and Dumb and the Blind 
t fer degrees. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
ser the bill (HL. R. No. 151)-making appropri- 
ations for the naval service for the year ending 
June 30, 1865. 

lhe first amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
Hance was to strike out the clause in lines eleven 


p ’ 


anc twelve: ** Por the construction and repair of 


Vessels of the Navy, $26,300,000,”’ and in lieu of 
‘hese words to insert the following: 
. Por pailr and maintenance of vessels of the Navy, la 
: tterlals, and stores, $11,500,000. 
or the 


completion of sixteen fast steam screw steam 
+ OL war, $7,200,000. 
for the purchase, construction, and repairs of vessels, 
‘als, and labor, for the western waters, $4,000,000. 
,, “ie purchase and charter of vessels for naval and 
ewe kading purposes, $3,000,000. 


F extra labor, expense of repairs, &c., on foreign 
OHS, SOU0 000, 


Ma. Dooonmar . : * 
; Mr. FESSENDEN. I will say to the Senate 
us “ese items are simply a specification of the 


Various ¢; : . 
we amounts included in the gross sum ap- 


Ing acts: | 





pro rated by the House of Representatives. It | 


* aking the appropriation specific. 


He amendment was agreed to. 
The 


aa hext amendment was to insert the words 

stsechepaicinatae tinraoeeeaa 

y-five; soas to make the clause read: 

wes the completion of armored-plated vessels, 83,600,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


i] 


ba 7 
7 ( ext am ment was he seventy-two, 
fter the word * . to insert ** in the pavy 
yards,”? ke thea tion for ah 
item ** for f Grov mel offices and 
} a 1 3° 
] thie i \ I ed oO 


The neXt amenaumenl was lo re duce theappro- 
priation for conti genlexpenses of the Bureau of 
Equipment and Recruiting, from $1,500,000 to 
$1,250,000. . 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line one hundred 
and forty-nine, after the word ‘* quarters’? to 
insert ‘fin the barracks,’’ so as to make that 
item ** furniture for office rs’? (of marines ) **quar- 
ters inthe barracks.”’ 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line one hundred 
and seventy-one, to strike out the word “*moving’”’ 
before the word ** piers,’? and insert the word 
‘mooring.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There is another little 
amendment needed in that item to make the mean- 
ing clear. It now reads ** barracks and guard- 
iouse, Seavey’s Island.’’?’ The comma after 
‘house’? should be stricken out and the word 
‘fon’’ inserted, so as to read **barracks and guard- 
house on Seave y’s I land.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amend- 
ment will be made. 

The next amendment was to reduce the appro- 
priation for the different objects at the New York 
navy-yard from $719,315 to. $669,315, and to 
| i the words *fand for « 
basin on cob dock.”? 

Mr. FESSEN DEN. An* appropriation of 
$50,000 was recommended for commencing acob 


dock, which it will probably take a considerable 


number of Years 


trike out vlumencing wet 


So 


tocomy] lete. 

The committee thought it was not advisable to 
commence a work of that description at the pres- 
ent ume, and have therefore reported this amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out from 
the objects of appropriation for the Washington 
nay v-yard “marine railway In west ship-house,”’ 
and to reduce the appropriation from $229,465 to 
$149,465. 

‘Thq@amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to the appro- 
priations for hospitals the followtng: 

Mare Island, California 

For completion of hospital, $75,000, 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I willstate to the Senate 
that $25,000 has been heretofore appropriated 
for the commencement of a hospital at Mare 
Island, and a communication Was rect ived by the 


| committee from the head of the Bureau of Med- 


icine and Surgery recommending that $75,000 
more be appropriated in order to complete the 
hospitg]. His idea isto put up a brick building, 


| one that will notcosta greatdeal of money, or be 


very expensive, but which will, in his judgment, 
answer the purposes of the service. There is no 
hospital there now. ‘They have heretofore had 
possession of a vessel, but they have been turned 
out of that, and it would seem as if there should 
be some naval hospital on that coast. The com- 
mittee thought it advisable to make this appro- 
priation in accordance with his recommendation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was 
in lines two hundred and ninety-three and two 
hundred and ninety-four, to strike out the words, 


‘this appropriation is made upon the basis of 


no increase of salary,’’ and to imsert in lieu 
thereof, ‘and the salary of the constructing en- 
fineer at Mare Isl ind, California, shall be $3,200 
after tl ‘los f+} r : fiscal vear;’’ so the 
after Lie close of the present hscal year, So that 
the clause will read: 

For pay of ‘superintendents, naval constructors, and all 
the civil establishments of the several navy-yards and sta 
tions, $125,688. And the salary of the constructing engi 


| peer at Mare Island, California, shall be $4,200 after the 


close of the present fiscal year. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think it would be well 
to amend that amendment by inserting the word 
‘‘annual’’ before *salary.”? I make that motion. 

‘The amendmentto theamendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. 


I hope that amendment will not 
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hink the chairman of the Com- 


in’ rm sh everything tie 

' \ : : 
it 1 1 , art ’ he 
ire y strik mat of clause proposed to 
} : ; I 
| , +} ” 
We nser a aa - : 1, 

in ed t word and,’’ and inserting the 


| 66 ” ’ 
word * provided. It will then read: 


rhis appropi dation ts made upon the basis of no increase 
Ol salary: Provided, The annual salary of 


; { the constructing 
enginecrat Mare Island, California, shall be £3,200 after the 
close of the present fiscal year c 

That will leave the sec ‘ 
iat will leave the section just as he desires 
leave it. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. There is no need of the 
word ** prov ided’’ there atall. The word “‘and’’ at 
the beginning of the sentence is perfectly proper; 


to 


‘fand the salary of the constructing engineer,’’ 
&c. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the chairman of the com 
mittee will consent to have that portion of the 
amendment rejected proposing to strike out that 
proviso, and that he will let the words ** this ap- 


propriation is made upon the basis of no increase 
of salary”’’ stand as they are. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The objection to that 
was a matter of taste. We thought it sounded 
rather like We appropriate a 
sum of mon y tlocovera certain class of estimates, 
according to the estimates. 
anything, and we do not provide specifically by 
thos words that no salary shall be increased 


a stump Speech. 
We do not specify 


» but 
here it is proposed to say that the appropriation 
is Made upon that basis. [tis rather an < xpla 
nation which we thoughtas a matter of wood taste 
sould be out of the bill rather than in it. The 
woids have no legal signification whatever. If 
the Senate attach any particular importance to 
them of course | do not care anything about it 
Mr. HALE. I can state to the Senate and to 
the chairman of the Finance Committee what | 
am told is the fact. Thereare some emplayés in 
the navy-yards who are appointed within the dis 
cretion of the Department or of the head of a bu- 
reau whose compensation is not regulated by law. 
It is proposed as IL understand to raise the salaries 
of some of those employés and possibly to leave 


oul some ot lhem, 


The committee of the House 
of Representatives thought it was better to leave 
the salaries as they are. Lam not very paruicu 
lar as to the form of the proposition, 
in by the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The words proposed to be 


stricken out will not ac complish the object, ifthat 


lt was put 


is the object, because they may pay just what 
they please out of their whole appropriation; but 
it seems to be a little singular that we should put 
such a provision in this bill. I understand the 
Senator to say that the compensation which ts 
now being paid may be increased and the object 
of putting this clause in was to exclude the idea 
that these appropriations were intended to be used 
for that purpose, 1 do not see what there is in 
the wouds proposed to be stricken out whieh 
would prevent the superintendent from paying 
that money among his several employés just 
as he thought proper. Youdo not fix by the bill 
what the superintendent is to get, what the con- 
tractor is to get, or what other persons employed 
under them are to receive. Itappears to me that 
the clause amounts to nothing, and | agree with 
the Senator from Maine that itis rather im bad 
laste, certainly it is novel, to insert a provision 
like this in the bill. It is really saying to the 
people of the United States that we do not mean 
to spend more money for the purpose of salaries 
than has heretofore been spent; but yet we give 
as much money as is needed. ‘The amountisthe 
thing in which the country has an interest, and 
not the manner in which that amount is distribu- 
ted as between the different employés. 

The PRESIDENT pre lempore. ‘The question 
is on the amendment proposed by the committee 
as it hus been amended on motion of the Senator 
from Maine by inserting the word ‘* annual’’ be- 
fore ** salary.’ 

Theamendment, as amended, was agreed to. 


The next auggndment of the committee was 
after line two hundred and ninety-seven to strike 
out the following words: 


For pay of clerks in the ordnance departme nt at the sev 
eral pavy-vards in lieu ol tue present per diem pay, name: 

For salary of one clerk at Portsmouth, New Uanpshire, 
navy-yard, $1,000. 

For salary of one clerk at $1,200, and one at §),000 per 
annum, at Boston navy-yard, $2,200. 

For salary of one clerk at the Philadelphia navy yard, 
$1,000. 


aor repens 
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i I it &l Om perk ~ ) 
") : Vv vton 
tr. JOHNSON I wv k why tl 3 pro- 
} ead ’ tt nout ; 

Mr. FESSENDEN The reason. for striking 
ito Mimpliy this: heretofore the ¢ erks of the 
ordnance cde rimentat the several navy-yards 
| een urd Like l e other clerk em loyed 
in) vy-5 ,a per diem thei ryices 
were } ed. ‘This an a npt to pla ( 
ord a 1 t « 1 Gilleret Dag, W en 
i msidered unwise Let them all remain on 
ti ime? ‘ r I 

sheam m “ rreed to 

The next a lment of the committee was in 
li tiree | i | Xleen, pg 14, under 
the ling of ** Naval Observatory,’’ to strike 
out “three” and insert “ four,’ and in line three 
hundred and venteen, after the word ‘“dollars,’’ 
to strike outthe words, **a 1d $4,000 thereof shall 
{ qu Hy divided among the three aids as thet 

y;’’ so that the clause will read: 

' pay of assistant astronomer, four aids, and clerk, 
§&,' 0) 

fhe umendmmfit was agreed to, 

The next amendment of the committee was in 
line three hundred and forty, page 15, afier the 
word **ph [Or rap er,’’ to insert ine words * for 


7) ' ' 


ordnance bureau;’’ so that the clause will read: 
Por pay o 
The 
The next amendment of 
strike out tne 


photographer for ordnance bureau, $300, 


amendment was agreed to. 


tne committee was to 


second section of the bill in the fol- 


lowing words: “t 

Seo. 2. .4nd be it further enacted, That forthe purpose of 
building a floating dry dock tor monitors at the New York 
navy-yard, and it the navy-yard at Philadelphia, ata 
price not exceeding $260,000 each, the sum of $520,000 be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated, to be paid out of the 
appropriation of $790,000 tor a floating dry-dock at navy 
yard New York, provided tor by the act making appropri 
aio tor the naval serviee of the United States, approved 
Mareh 3. 1°63: and the balance Of said appropriation be, 


and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I move to amend that sec- 
tion by striking out the word * floating” 


, 


**dry-dock,’’ leaving it at the 
P artment to make it either fi 
as they see fit. 
My. FESSENDEN. The 
committee is to strike out the 
Mr. ANTHONY. If that motion of the com- 
mittee will it still be open to amendment? 
The PRESIDENT protempore. It will bi 


to amendment; 


be fore 
option of the De- 
ating or permanent, 

proposition of the 
whole section. 


is lost, 


ope n 


or modification before the question is puton strik- 
ing out, 

Mr. ANTHONY. I suppose there will be no 
objection to striking out the word “ floating.’’ 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to make a short 
statement in regard to the amendment of the com- 
mittee to strike out this section. The eonmittee 
were in very great doubt about it. We made an 
appropriation, I think, of $700,000, for building a 
large floating dry-dock atthe New York navy- yard 
last year. ‘hat will take some time to build. The 
pressure is pretty a floating dry-dock 
for monitors and iron vessels, and it was recom- 
mended, t think, by the Department—I have been 
trying to find it, but it may possibly have been 
recommended after the réport was made—no part 
of that money having been expended at the New 
York yard, that instead of building one there, 
two small docks should ba built in shorter time 
rnd at I think $260,000 apiece, at 
That was carried in the 
House, and the, residue of the e ppropriation for 
a lerger floating dry-dock r peated. 

‘I iiere are 
this su 


st , » ine 
strong for 


a les 3 ¢ X pense, 


these differ 


ent points, 


two considerations connected with 
byeet, and the committee these it best to 
submit them for the consideration of the Senate. 

It would take some time to build a large dry-dock, 
thongh nota very long period, longer, howeve . 
than it w to build two small ones; but 
if you build these small docks they are for small 
vessels, and you cannot getal one into them. 
li would seem to involve by andy the necessity, 


and will nece ssarily, of building a large 


huld take 


one m 
addition. Asis obvious, you can geta small ves- 
sel into a large one, when you cannot get a large 
vessel ito a small one. Therefore, if we build 
these two we shall only have them for thesmatler 
clases of vessels, while our large iroa-clads will be 
left comparatively unprovided for. ‘The com- 


and itis now open to amendment. 


TH K CON 


iG RES 


m ef 1 f j on Whi | Vas best 

{ ques me judementof t Sep- 
ali i then it rike out, which would leavs 
the approp 1 of last year for one dry-dock 
it New York ) stand, and that is sitiiply the 


Mr. JOHNSON. If this section 
posed by the 


is stricken 
committee, as [ under- 
ropriation by the 
law of last session for a dock in New York only, 
al | none ! Ph ace 

Mr. FE 


tion of S700,000. 


out as pr 


Vill then be ani ap} 


stand there 


phiar 

NDEN. Yes, sir, an 
‘lhe law will then stand just 
as it was before with reference to that matter. 
New York is the only piace we how tave where 
a dock of that kind can be built. It is a matter, 


SSE appropria- 


of course, of jud vmentand discretion. The com- 
mittee have no strenuous opinion with regard to 
it, but the weight of our opinion on the whole, 

on considering it, was that it was best to leave 


t} ‘ t 


Lhe appropria ion to stand as it was. It is, how- 
ever, for the Senate to deci 

Mr. ANT HO; NY. I move to amend the sec- 
tion Prope i be stricken out by striking out 
the word “flo t al vefore the words dry-dock.”’ 

Mr. Fl SSSENDEN. Ishould like to hear some 
reasons for that. It as against judgment of 
thie De partment and of the engineers connected 
bic a il They wanta floating dry-doc k. 


ANTHONY. If that is their judgment 
they can make ita floating dock. This amend- 
ment does not compel itto be a floating dock, but 
leaves it at the option of the Department. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The 


‘floating’? occurs twice in the section. The 


word 
Chair 


will inquire of the Senator from Rhode Island 
whieh he moves to strike out? 
Mr. ANTHONY. Both. I wish to leave the 


Department at liberty to coustructa floating or 


other dry-dock as it sees fit [f the Department 
desires a floating dock, of course a floating dock 
will be constructed; but I do not see why we 


should restrict them to 
move to strike out both. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The word * floating?’ may 
out in the second line where it first 
yutin the eighth line where it occurs again 
it relates to an appropriation already made fora 
floating dock, and it should not be stricken out 
there. 

Mr. 


scribe it suttic! 


a floating dry-dock. I 


ve stiri ken 


oceurs, 


ANTHONY. 
ntly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
will first be taken on sterking out the word ** float- 
ing’’ in the seoond line of the section proposed to 
be"stri ker ou 

Mr. FE SSE NDEN. I hope that will not be 
‘The Department have made their own 
proposition in regard toit. They want a floating 
dock. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If they want it they can 
haven. Thisamendment to the amendment will 
not prevent them from having a floating dock. 
lt merely removes the restricuon on the Depart- 
ment, and allows them to have either in their dis- 
cretion, - 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ments reported from the Committee on Finance 
are now disposed of, 


Mr. HALE 


A ** dry-dock”’ will de- 


arrec d LO 


I am directed by the Committee 
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on Naval Affairs to propose several amendments | 


to this bill. [move to amend the bill by adding 
the following: 

For compensation of petty officers, seamen, and others 
of the crew of the United States steamer Moniter, lost at 
sea, December 30, 1862, $3,000, 

For compensation of petty officers, seamen, and otbers 
of the crew of the United States steamer Cairo, lost in the 
Yazoo river, December 12, 1868, $3,250. 


Resolutions have passed Congress to pay this 
money, but no appropriation has been made. 
This amendment proposes simply to maké an 
appropriation for that purpose, 

FESSENDEN. I will ask the Senator 
whether this comes from his committee? 

Mr. HALE. Yes,sir, from the committee and 
from the Department both. 

Mr, ANTHONY. 1 believe there are two or 
three other gunboats in precisely the same situa- 
uon. I think the Senator from lowa made asug- 
gestion of that kind, Ought they not to be pro- 
vided for, also ? 








April 1, 


Mr. GRIMES, 


Ther are ty 


vy 
that have been lost, but bill to « 
were passed at the last Ataf Hy ge 
failed to make an appropriation. 


Mr. ANTHONY. This isto earry j 
an existing law. : 

Mr.GRIMES. Yes, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I have another amen 
offer that is recommended by thy Der ; 
and also by the Committee on Na: tT “§ 
is on page 10, after line kee 
nine, to mnsert these 


nto efj 


two hund: 
words 

For machinery and materials for the repair of , 
Pensacola, Ship Island, and New Orleans 

Mr. FESSENDEN, | should like to 
Senator explain where that comes fr 

Mr. HALE. 1 will read the comm 
from the Navy Department on the su 
as follows: 


is, S100 


J e: & 


_ Navy DEPARTMENT 


Sir: [have the 
eation from the chiet of*the Bareau of \ 
dated the 2d iustant, relative to the want» 
Key West, Pensacola, Ship Island, and New o 
coaling and repairing the vessels of the ¢ 
and suggesting that provision be inad 
priation bill now under consideration to supply th 
atthose places. Estimates for improvem 
tions at Key West and letters from Re Adu "} sie 
aud Acting Rear Admiral Bailey accompany dat 
Smith’s communication. Tear 
of Cougress to the subject. 

Very respecttully, &e., 


onor to inclose here With a 


esuly invite 


GIDEON WELLES 
Secretary of Na, 

HALE, 

Naval C 


Hon. Joun P. 


Chairman ymmitice United States § 


Irom A wire 


Then there is a communication 
Smith recommending $100,000 as th 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Anything ¢ 
from Admiral Smith is sufficient. — 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. I am directed byt] Cor 
on Naval Affairs to offer another amend 
insert after line three hundred and fourteen, pa 
14, the following: 


For constructing coal wharf at 
$32,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Thatis recommended 
the Department, 1 suppose. 

Mr. HALE. dt is recommended by the De- 
partment. I have their recommendation here, 
which can be read if desired. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. I have another 
offer from the Committee cn Naval Affairs, 
sert, after line three hundred and fourter 
14, the following: 

For altering coal depot to storeliouss 
ida, $18,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [ take it, all these amend- 
ments come from the Navy Department, and are 
approved by the Committee on Naval Af 

Mr. HALE. Every one of them 
mended by the Secretary of the Navy, 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. On the 


hundred and fourteen, 
lowing: 


Key West, I 


amendment t 


at Key West, ! 


same page, alt 
I move to 


insert 


For constructing railroad from nayal whart to 


at Key West, Florida, $10,000. 
Mr. FE SSENDE N. I should t] K 
amendment wanted a little explanation, i 
Mr. HALE. Well, sir, | ~ ithere, 1 
document is rather long. The Navy D 
sent out an officer to make an exami 
this subject, The officer wasJohn J. Phi 
who madea pretty voluminous report The es 


timates are made in detail; and that ts te: 
sum that he reports, It is recomm: nded byt 
head of the bureau and by the 
Navy. If any Senator desires it, the repo 
be read. Itisa pre tty long document, rh 
propriation is only $10,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘The Senato: 
the substance of the document. 


Secretary vl 


can Bue 


Mr. HALE. The substance of it is (! 
engineer who made this report states that 
prices charged at Key West by the dray™ 
&c., for moving the coal from the wharl 


store-house are very enormous, an d alteg 
beyond anything like what prudence we 
uly them in paying. There are only two me 


| suggested of remedying this evil: one is, (hat! 





~ 


i 


Wo 
ase 








ended t y 


y the De- 


lon here, 
vdment 
Ny 
urs, t 
een, pag 
West, Flor 
t, and are 
\ 
Al 
is 
; 
° ' 
t 
t 
\ 
a 
iin 
i. 
e I 
ery } 
a 
Phili 
hitot 
Phe es 
3 the ex 
Jed | y ‘ 
ary ol 
report 
Th 


y ean stat 


g this: | 
s that te 
drayne! 
rari { 
would 
two modes 
is, that the 


Lall buy and use their own drays 


, - * he other to build a railroad for 
, aoe 4 stance—I do not remember the ex- 

ai ; in expense of $10,000. ~The De- 
abit rought, and so did the committee, that 
neat way would be to build the railroad. 
JOHNSON. 
dit would be a great deal better to have 


—rtlé 


~ 


Ww 


road. f 

HALE, Itis so thought by everybody 
sas had anything to do with it. 
om ndment was agreed to. 


\l. HALE. Onthe same page, after line three 


vi 
| and thirty-two, the commritee recom- 
the following appropriation: 
rhe purchase and preparation of a site fora cemetery 


rip Navy and marine Corps near Philadeiphia, $20,000. 
[he communication from the Navy Department 
vs cubject is very Short, and 1 will read it. 
| oe from Rear Admiral Smith: 
ei Navy DepartMenNT, 
BuReAU OF YARDS ANP DOCKS, 
April 2, 1864, 
circumscribed area of the grounds of the Naval 
| Hospital at Phifadelphia will not admit of the 


S Lit 


oe » of the barial ground. "The war has brought so 
re ek and caused so many deaths there that it is ab- 

’ necessary to procure @ lot fer a cemetery for the 
x Philadelphia, and I therefore request that you 


‘ss for an appropriation of $20,000 for the 
as al paration of a site for a cemetery for the 
Navy aud marine corps. A site ean probably be purchased 

: ve orfitteen thousand dollars, and the feneing, &e., 


Congr 





TH 


enn CT 


two lots. ‘They propose to sella littl more than 
half of them to the Government for $135,000. In 
other words, they propose to ask of the Govern- 


|| ment $31,000 for a little over a half, more than 


} know the location very | 


they gave for the whole. 
« The city of Charlestown, where this land is lo- 


cated, is very small in territorial limit, and they are | 


very much opposed to this proposition. 
have passed resolutions on the subject. 


They 
They 


|| believe that the Governmentde not want this land, 
and they are unwilling to have this property taken 


" _but if the appropriation be made a commission | 


. i select the site. 
| have the honor to be, with grent respect, your obedient 
JOSEPH SMITH, 
Chief of the Bureau. 
1. GIDEON We! LES, Secretary of the Navy. 
The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. HALE. I have another amendment to 
nropose by the direction of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. [tis on page 8, line one hundred 
nd seventy-nine, to strike out all after the word 
« kinds’ down to the word §* thousand,’ in line 
wehundredandeighty-two. To make the amend- 

telligible, 1 wall state that this clause now 


reads as follows. 


servant, 


Boston: 
Por additional amount for joiners’? shop, additional 
r coal-house, extepsiou of shear wharf, railroad 
ind repairs of all kinds, and for extension of water 
t by purchase of two lots adjoining navy-yard ata price 
xceeding $135,000, $319,500. 
rhe committee propose 
words: 
And for extension of water front by purchase of two lots 
ining navy-yard, at a price not exceeding $135,000. 
And then to subtract $135,000 proposed to be 
ricken out from the aggregate, $319,500, leaving 
unount $184,500. ‘The item will then read: 


Por additional amount for joiners? shop, additional 
mount tor coal-house, extension of shear wharf, railroad 
tracks, and repairs of all kinds, $184,500. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Why are these words pro- 
used to be stricken out ? 
Mr. HALE. L will state; and [ shall be glad 
‘lean get the attention of what! few Senatérs 
vere are present. ; 
Some two or three years ago, I think in the last 
gress, application was made to Congress to 
Xtend the navy-yard at Charlestown, on the west 
ley by the purchase of a lot of ground of Oak- 
nai & Eldredge at the price of $120,000. 
ong discussion, the Senate refused to agree to 
‘Out finally by a report of a committee of con- 
erence it was adopted, and the land was: bought. 
Phat land had formerly, been owned by a Mr. 
Hite, who testehed. that for ten years previous 
“e lad been trying to sell it to the Government 
$49,000, bat he could net.do it. He then sold 
‘0 Vakman & EdAdvedge for $66,125: Immedi- 
‘y Alterwards, or withing few months—I can- 
vs Slale the precise time, but very soon after- 
“wds—these gentlemen, Oakman & Eldredge, 
‘80 bought of White, sold the land to the Gov- 
_meattor $120,000. Nothing more was heard 
Phere tO the commencement of this session. 
“. Was bo esumate, made for any additional 
“chases no claim made that any mone-purchase 
“8s desired; but Oakman & Eldredge made so 
geod a sale during the last Congress that they 
‘ nt-on and bought two additional lots in the 
ea One of those 


to strike out these 


ws 


* Girechion, still further west. 
. ““©¥ Sought since this Congress has been im 
r lon, oie on the 18thof December. Of the 
“08 which they thus bought, they now pro- 
‘ , they pro 
Se Co sell to this Government a little more than 


{ 


| available for the purposes of navigation. 
| Government proposes to buy that, while, by neg- | 


out of their taxable property and their mercantile 
facilities. Thereisabundantevidence—and I sup- 
pose. it has been submitted to the Committee on 
Finance—that, in point of fact, the Government 
now own onthe east side ofthe yard agreatamount 


of property that might-be made availableat a much | 


easier and ¢heaner rate than by buying this land 
of Oakman & Eldredge, who have bought it for 
the purpose of selling it tous. The water front 
of the land which the Government owns on the 


east side of the yard, and which is not filled up, | 


is about three thousand four hundred feet. 


It is | 


not so deep as on the enst side, but the land on | 


the east has been bought by private gentlemen, 
who have cleared it out, dredged it, and made it 
The 


| lecting their land on the east side, the di posits | 


in the river are coming down and filling it up. 


There is various evidence that if the Govern- 
ment will improve their own land they can do it 


|} ata much more reasonable price, and have better | 


| property, than they can get by buying this land 


at this exorbitant rate. | have before me quite 
an amount of testimony that has been submitted 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and also a 
plan of the land, which any gentleman who de- 
sires to do socanexamine. The Naval Commit- 


| tee believe this thing ts entirely unnecessary, and 
| such is the opinion of the most practical men 


| read one piece of testimony. 





After || 


there. I shall not read much of it, but I ask the 
indulgence of the Senate fora moment while I 
' I propose to rend 
the testimony of William L. Hanscom, who is 
the Government constructor at the Charlestown 


| navy-yard: 


Commonwealth of Massachusetts : 

f, William L. Hanseom, of Boston, in the county of 
Suffolk, on my oath say that | am naval construetors; that 
lL have held said office ten years, and forfour years last past 
have been stationed atthe Charlestown navy-yard; thatthe 
water frontage on Mystic river is about thirty-four hundred 
feet; thata large portion ofsaid frontage is now unimproved, 
whieh might be improved to great advantage for wharf pur- 
poses by the extension of piers, without detriment, but, on 
the contrary, With great benefit to the yard. 

WILLIAM L. HANSCOM, 

Thatis the testimony of the Government officer 
who is there incharge. I have here also the tes- 
trmony of Mr. White, the man who owned the 
land that we bought two years ago, which I will 
read. It is as follows: 

Commonwealth of Massachusetts : 

I, George W. White, of Charlestown, in the county of 
Middlesex, on my oath say that I have lived in said city 
twenty years ; that Lhave owned wharves within the same, 
and have dove business thereon; as tenant and owner | 
occupied the wharf next adjacent to the navy-yard for about 
eighteen years; it contains about one bundred and fitleen 
thousand superficial feet. In 1860 T tried to sell it to the 
United States and offered it for 876,000 to then, or rather 
this offer was made with my concurrence by a jointowner 
with me, Mr. Darrow, but a sale-could uot be etiected, and 


| we afterwards sold it for a less price to Messrs. Oakman & 
| Eldredge, who, after laying out over twenty thousand do} 
| lars thereon, sold it tothe United States, 


They sold it for $120,000. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to ask the honer- 
able Senator one question. Who was the agent 
of the Government who refused to purchase that 
property from White at a reduced price, and who 


parchased it afterwards at sach an exorbitant | 


rice? 

Mr. HALE. 
the Senator can get ali the tufermation at the Bu- 
rean of Yards and Docks. I am not conversant 
with the fact and was not. 
White ¢ontinuer: 


& Withit die yard 1 am certain. the Government can con 
struct many valuable wharves without detriment to any 
interest therein, which would be quite as valuable as any 


That 1 cannot say, but I think 
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half. They eave $104,000 for the whole of the in the 


| sale to the Government would be 
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the value 

or which we are asked to give 
$135,000 at §60,000. There is among the papers 
also evidence that the p 


o portion that Oakman & 
Eldredge would reserve to themselves after this 


fcity of Charlestown, whoestimat 
of this property t 


worth quite as 
much as that which they se il to the Government. 

Mr. FESSEN DEN. ‘1 hey offer the whole for 
only $25,000 more than this piece, 

Mr. HALE. [cannot say how that j 

M:. FESSENDEN. Their offer is $135,000 
for this piece, or the whole for $160,000. 

Mr. ANTHONY. What did they giv 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They gave $104,000 

Mr. HALE. I think the ratio is about eighty 
to between fifty and sixty. I propose now to 
read the resolution of the mayor andaldermen of 
the city of Charlestown on this subject: 

Ciry OF CHARLESTOWN, 
tx Boarp or Mayor anp ALpeRMEN, 
February 29, 1864. 

Whereas negotiations are in progress whereby certain 
agents of the United States Government propose to cause 
the United States to purchase Casweill’s and Brinmall’s 
wharves, s0 called, in this city: It is therefore 

Ordered, (in concurrence.) That bis honor, the mayor, 
be directed to take such steps to prevent the transfer of 
said property by ippearing belore a committee of Congress, 
by counsel or otherwise, as he may deem necessary, 

DANIEL WILLIAMS, 
City Clerk. 

I have here also the deeds, but I suppose there 
will be no dispute about them. One of them was 
dated in September, 1863, and the other last De- 
cember, some eighteen days after this Congress 
had been in session, to Oakman & Eldredge. 
I will now read the testimony of Edward Law- 
rence: 

Commonwealth of Massachusetts : 

I, Edward Lawrence, of Charlestown, in the county of 
Middlesex, on my oath say, that Timothy T’. Sawyer, Bsq., 
aud myself were tenants in common and owners of Cas 
well’s wharf, so ealled, in said city, prior to last Septem- 
ber. T have been a résident of said city nearly forty years, 
have been constantly in active business pursuits, have been 
in its city goverament for several years, and have, during 
the last flileen or twenty yearsatieast, been well acquainted 
with the situation, valuc, and condition of the real estate 
therein. 

In September last we sold said Caswell’s wharfto Messrs. 
Oakmaw & Eldredge for $49,000. We thougit it better 
to sell it for that than to bold itand letit, Betore eclling 
it, Mr. Sawyer and myself canvassed the question whether 
the Government would be likely soon, or within any rea 
sonable time. to need it. But upon what we knew and 
learned we concluded the Government could have no oc- 
casion to buy it. 

This whart we considered to be more valuable by some 


| thousands of dollars than Brintnall’s wharf, so called, then 


owned by Mr. Hintinger. Itseemed tous then, and it seen 
to me now, if the Government needs more whrart tat it 
can better make itin its unoecupied spaces in Wie yard than 
to buy outside thercof. And I now think the whole ora 
part of this purcigase money, if expended withinthe yard, 
would produce far better wharf facilities than will result 


| from. this purchase, 


My acquaintance with the business affairs of this city 
teaches me that the withdrawal of this from the hands of 
private ownership will be a misfortune in several respects, 
and particularly that our trade and commerce need ft, in- 


|| asmuch as very few wharves now remainio private banda, 


But this testrmony of | 


other wharf property in the city, and particularly to the | 


United States, as they would be within the limit of ‘their 
own yard.” 


Besides, there are a great number of affidavits | 
} here from men who know the’property; men who | 
it have for many years been ussessors of property |i 


50. that there are not facilities offered for the carrying ou 
of any very considerablé mercantile enterprises requiring 
enlarged wharf facilities. Besides, it operates as a hard 
shipupon our smali city of about six hundred aeres of real 
estate to take more of its land (rom taxation, 

Sut both these considerations and all others T shoula 
readily yield if f could see any reasonable exigency On the 
part of the Government for this property. 

I shall not rend any more of these affidavits, 
some of which are from gentlemen who have been 
assessors of preperty in Charlestown for a good 
many years, and whio say that $60,000 is the ut- 
most that the property is worth. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This subject of purchas- 
ing a small piéce or a large piece of land, if you 
please, adjoining the Charlestown navy-yard, and 
thereby enlarging the yard, hasbeen a matter that 
has oceasionea considerable debate in Congress, 
and‘in one form or another has been under coh- 
sideration for sévéral years. I regret that the 
Senate is not in a condition to settle the matter 
understandingty. Oi looking around the Cham- 
ber I see but about a dozen members present, t 
suppose the proper business of the Senate, the 
nuking of apprapriations, is not of much conse- 
qaence ‘in reality to the country by the way in 
which we appropriate millions of dollars; and this 
matter must be left to take its course accidentally, 
add’ result well or ill as may happen. 

My attention has been called to this matter in 
one shape or another for a considerable px ciod of 
time. With regard to the first purchase that was 
made, it was of a piece of lund lying between this 


Ae eel a wid 
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land and the navy-yard, and consequently this 
land, however m h it might be offered, could 
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ways kept clear by the current, and where there 
They had been 


is pO necessity for dredging. 


3K. 














which they retain is most! 


y upland, run 
to the stream. 


ine », 


It is only the water fro i 





urchased to advantage, and would be of || holding this property under lease, and finally || want. Mt that we 
no use to the navy-yard until the other had been || parchased it. Having purchased it, we are now || | Another thing: all that was wanted onth ; 
purchased. Previous to the war, and while we || placed in this situation with reference to the mat- || of the Government with reference to th om mn a 
bad comparatively a small need of space, it was || ter, as | understand: we have now a very large | chase was to strike a line at right ancles eon a ie 
notdeemed particularly advisable to press the large || business there; we have a very large number of || clear the yard, get the front, and, 80 for hag “6 Li 
Xtension Of Lhe yard; but the prece of water front || vessels there; many of them are obliged, if they } current is concerned, get the yard , / as t M: 
which was purchased some two or three years || will bear it, to be removed off into the stream. | shape;and the Navy Department thought = “t - “t 
ago—I do not remember the exact time—for || We have a very small water front containing the ! although this other.piece was of conside . ee ee . 
§120,000, if that was the price, was a matter that I] requisite depth of water. We have, to be sure, tent, in the proportion of fifty or fily-6y. ae 
was absolutely essential to the carrying on of || several hundred feet of shallow water, but you eighty, to save the $25,000, because iene ™ 
business at the yard, Admiral Smith had been || cannot get withina long distance of the works of pended for what is not needed is always y y ex. be 
urging it upon Congress for eight years, and try- || the navy-yard without doing one of two things: || and that was the proposition. Oakman & E cee ‘ 
ing hard to persuade Congress to buy at. either making a sea-wall down to deep water, and || retain what is entirely insufficient for th. oe 
My friend from Kentucky inquired who was || then filling up to it—and that is the only proper || ness, and cannot be made sufficient for the 7 Cutiel 
the agent for the purchase, Congress was the || mode of doing it, but it cannot be done, as | said || ness at the present time; and doing, as thy, . pi 
only agent for the purchase. It was recom- |} before—or by building out piers, which would very large and very profitable business, jt j;), _ . 
mended by different persons to purchase, butthe || necessitate a continual dredging, and which is not giving up the whole and finding a new » aol W 
Navy Department could not purehase it until they | the best mode. business for themselves. As Mr. 0 kman—| th 
obtained authority from Congress. The purchase || Mr. DAVIS. I should like to ask the honor- || think that was the man who was before the en. 
of the piece of land which | speak of, which is || able chairman of the Committee on Finance a || mittee—said, they calculated to mak, erne 
new owned hy the Government, was urged by || question. If it is necessary for the convenience |} they would not sell itif they did not makea » Mi 
the chiefofthe Bureau of Yards and Docks for sev- || and interests of this navy-yard and the interests || on it; butin his judgment, considering the ay, to roatit 
eral years Upon Congress at atime when he could || of the Government that this land should be ac- || of expenditure, what they sold of it, and y er Why 
getit cheaper. [lt was continually rising, and quired, why 1s it not acquired in the mode in || they would retain, it was not anything yor oe iet 
Congress was continually refusing oF omitting to |) which private land is generally appropriated for || able. To denominate ita Swindle, as it has been you 
purchase, on the same ground that objection is || public use? Why is nota jury summoned to go || denominated, is a perversion of terms. I 
nade to it now—that it was an exorbitant price. |! upon the premises and assess its value, and then Mr. HALE. I did not do it. 5 
Congress would net authorize its purchase uirtil let the Government take it at its value according Mr. FESSENDEN. I know you did not do wou 
it finally fell into the hands of these men, Oak- || to the assessment? | it; but it has been said elsewhere. There is no ev 
man & Eldredge, who earried on a large coal Mr. FESSENDEN. Simply because Congress || swindle about it. Itisa plain business pe tg ut Ul 
business there, ‘he navy-yard was so situated || has never passed.a law to authorize any such || ton. Everything in regard to it was distinc! f 
with regard to water, its principal works being in || thing to be done. || understood by everybody engaved in the nos. r 
that particular portion, that when they laida ves- || Mr. DAVIS. I think it is high time such a || ation, . ony 
sel at their own wharf it projected over this other || general law should be pasyed. The matter derived some force in my opinin, y! 
piece of ground that we afterwards bought. They || Mr. FBESSENDEN.: That has been said here || from the fact that the chief of the Bureau of Yar tt 
got leave at one Lime fromthe owners to lay their || repeatedly when a proposition has been made to || and Docks thinks it very important, because vid, 
vessels there and to make some work there; and || buy land. The argumentalways is, why do you || moment the Government came in Possession of mon' 
after they got leave the admiral informed me it || not take it? The answer is, that Congress, who it they have completed the yard, and have the the 1 
was so absolutely essential that they could not || ask the question, do not provide any mode for || best water in the harbor near to their important The 
let ut go, and they held on toit, Although these || aking it and never have. . If such a law were || works, They are not obliged to wait for yew has 
men had made large improvements there, they || passed, there would be very good reason why it || constructions of any kind or description, and was 
told them the Government must and would hold || should be done in that way. 1 they obtain what is exceedingly valuable. The I hat 
on to itat any rate, for they could not do without || But I was about to state that the number of || chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks r: marked ute 
it. It was obvious to everybody that looked at || vesselsatthat yard atthe present timeis very large. || to me in relation to this matter: “1 have no sul 
H, that in order lo carry out the operations of the | They are obliged to hire wharves; they are obliged || gency about it so far as | am concerned. |t is I 
yerd at that particular point, it was absolutely || to hire docks. They cannot accommodate the | my opinion decidedly that it would be best for um! 
; ; essential to purchase that piece of property. But || vessels that are there. The works of that yard || the Government to buy it. It may be a high and | 
wea Congress, with the fashion that prevaiied for a || are very great. Some might ask, why not go |] price; it may be more than it is worth in the yn 
ree great many years, of opposing everything which || down to Portsmouth, where you can get deep i] market; it may be giving, although on exam val 
4 required an expenditure of money for public || waterenough? You may go to Portsmouth; but 1 tion I do not think it very unreasonable, more sit, ( 
a i works while the matter was in the hands of cer- || you must go there for a limited quantity of busi- |} than anybody else would give, or could be ex- woul 
‘6 tain gentlemen whose notions of economy were || ness, because Portsmouth has not the appliances | pected to give; but the question in my opinion expe 
a anything but economical, refused until this pe- || necessary to make repairs and construction to so || 1s, is it worth that money to the Government, own 
- aa) riod, when these men had purchased, when they || great an extent, and it involves time and labor to || and, if they cannot get it for less, is it not a valu- she 
Pay had made large improvements upoythe land,and || extendthem. Undoubtedly thereisroomenough || able and important purchase to be made in the es 
ee when being se annoyed by the cantinuous pos- || there, all of which we need and shall need, and | existing state of things?”? About that he had no ow 
session of the Governmentand the refusal to give || more too. || doubt; about that the Secretary of the Navy had and | 
it up, they offered to sell it, There was a great || ‘This land thus standing in that point of view, || no doubt; about that the Naval Committee of ou 
debate about the price, but they would not go || precisely in that situation, the Governmentneed- || Congress, which went on and examined the spot ang 
below the sum at which they finally offered it, || ing it immediately, these men, Oakman & Eld- || and looked at the whole thing, had no d M 
and Congress agreed tobuy. That was thecase || redge, who have been spoken of by the Senator, || about that neither of the Representatives from end 
with reference to that particular portion of land, || became possessed of this property. They pur- || Boston, Mr. Hooper and Mr. Rice, whos ar 
Now, what made that purchase essential was || chased it very recently, and after the estimates || judgment we may rely upon, and whose integrity an 
this: at that particular pomt of the water front is |) had been submitted to Congress. Being thus in |! is beyond all question, has any doubt. Neither, : 
the deep water. «It is where the current of the || possession, and the fact coming to the knowledge || I believe, has cither of the Senators from Massa- . . 
river comes directly in front of the navy-yard and || of the chief of the bureau, a negotiation was en- || chusetts, ifthey have examined the questi: = 
sweeps out into the stream. ~The deepest water || tered into to see for bow much they would sell Now, then, the simple question is this: we have io 
in the harbor is at that point. It is something || what the Government wanted. It is about two || connected with that yard a large extent of water i 
ver thirty feetdeep. There isalso situated there || hundred and eighty feet front, if I recollectaright, | front, three thousand four hundred feet | believe, yar 
all the principal works belonging to the navy- |! of the best water in the harbor, all deep water, beyond this on the other side, but it is all low a 
yard. ‘hat deep water was essential to them, || and just at that part of the river where itis kept || water, You cannot get a vessel anywhere neat Pas 
or else they must take another, course: carry out || entirely clear by the current continually, and no || it at all. - It is of no value ws water front unless, ; \ 
a sca wall for a large extent of their works down || dredging is needed. They gave $104,000 for it; || as I said before, you do one of two things, el! " fe 
to the deep water and build out on to it, or else || but, as one of them said before us, they bought || go down to the deep water and build a sea-wa'! mt 
construct piers over the shallow water, and that || one piece of itat a bargain. — I believe they gave || and fill up until you come to it, or else throw out a ; 
would necessitate a continual dredging to keep a || $55,000 for it when they considered it worth || your piers at different places and use them. I na 
sufficient depth of water. It was deemed by the || $75,000. The other portion that they bought || objection to the latterjas 1 understand, is the: on * 
naval officers, and by Admiral Smith, who was they did not buy atso much of a bargain. They || stant dredging that would be necessary in order ne 
perfectly familiar with it, having been in com- professed a readiness to sell the whole of it, upon | to keep it clear. This portion of the water fror bean 
mand there for along period, that it was better || which, however, they had placed, as it had been || that has been bought is kept clear by its own - 
and cheaper and in fact actually essenual to pur- || in their possession for a considerable time under || motion, by its own effect. of be 
chase the piece of land that was there. || a lease, about. thirty thousand dollars’ worth of I have a plan here, which any Senator can ¢x- to th 
Things went on in that way for some time, | improvements. amine who sees fit to do so, in which the depthof n co 
We obtained that land. These genlemen, Oak- || Mr. HALE. On this same piece of land? | water is marked all along, showing what 1 have offie 
man & Eldredge, have been in possession of all Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir, on this same || stated to be entirely correct and true with re 2 and ] 
these wharves lying alongside of the navy-yard || piece of land thet they had purchased; and they | ence to it. Butif you rely upon the water fro" two ] 
for many years. They have expended a great || proposed to sell the whole for $160,000; but the || which you have, it involves, m the first place, ® of th 
deal of money on that land. They carry ona || Government does not need the whole. We pro- considerable time before it can be made avalian' one 
very large oe valuable business, making a large || pose to buy all the water frontexcept about thirty | it involves a large expense before it ean be ma’ bid 
income. They coal vessels. They are the owners || feet,overtwe hundred and eighty feet water front, || available; and then it involves, it is understo: “ that 
of the deep waters of the harbor just at the outlet | leaving them about thirty feet for passage way | a continual recurring expense in order to keep" opini 
I think of the Charles river, and where it is al- || down. Then it runs at an angle so that the part t-available, unless you build the sea-wall that 
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line "of: and that is a matter that would take || be done. | have not the slightest fecling in the || Department, from officers there familiar with the 
the. ie al irs, and would notanswer our first pur- world as to whether this succeeds or fails. [}) sulbje: t,and I may say alse tl ' t [have had acon- 
lat we yy ‘ii; but that would be the only correct would vot tara my hand over on that considera- |) versation w 1 the own cs Ly. did ; 
Rinne oie ' ce 108 Spares to settle ve one way or the othe r, but me the kindness to call on me , and after , aan ’ 
tie. veto the tesumony that has been read, t lere j| the Committee on Finance, after hearing both || versation with him | conf chee I wrae strongly é 
ade - mething very peculiar about the testimony of sides, having had Admiral Smith before them, || impressed at the time by the advantage of the 
ald ) “ Lawrence. He is an inhabitant of Charles- | having had the commandant of the yard before || proposed purchase to the Government. But then 
cele ; = He says in the first place that he wanted to them, having had Mr. Stone before them, and when | recurred to these affidavits, coming allof 
oan this land to the Government, but the Govern- | the papers and documents and plans, and look- || them from well-Known persons in the tiehbor- 
able, ‘ ant would not buy it of him; and finding the {| Ing at the question carefully, after hearing both || hood, | again said to myself, * Am 1 so eircum- 
we - Gorernment would not buy it he sold it to these || sides, came to the conclus on all but unanimous |} staneed here that | cau decide this question af 
me ke. du the same affidavit he tells us that it will |) (1 think the vote stood 5 to 2, if Lam at liberty || value?’’ and itevidently has beeome a question in 
wasted do to sell it to the Government because it will | to speak of that) that it was advisable for the |} which there is a great deal of local feeling. 
lied’ ce Charlestown 80 much. After irying hard, || interest of the Gov: ronment, Whether this was a In regard to the character of the parties who 
. é ' ling to his own statement, to sell it to the | high price or not, to purchase this piece of water || have testified, the Senator from Maine has referred 
ir bua}. Government, and finding he could not, lie sells it || front. Itis the bestin the harbor, It givessym- || to them, and particularly referred to the mayor of 
Y ates w howe men, and then he turns around and says || metry to the yard uselfwhigh now wants itvery || the town and some supposed bias that he might 
4 in will not do to sell this land to the Government; | much; it furnishes what we want in the way of || be under. I have a letter in my hand that I lave 
place of _ will beagreatinjury lo Charlestown. It seems || deep water, gives us facilities for which we have {| received from a very valued friend, not a &pecu- 
man—f t his love of his city did not interfere with his || immediate and pressing nece ssity, and s ttle s all || lator, resident all his life in Charlestown, of per- 
Leiden. ve of pelf so far as the original sale was con- || the troubles we have had there before. If, how- || feet int grity. Ll will read some of the passages 
prof cerned. F | ever, on the mere ground that the price is more || from it. Writing to me under date of April 2, 
ae My friend from New Hampshire has read the | than ought to be given for it, and that the men || he says as follows: 
seddeine testimony of Mr. Hanscom, the naval constructor, who propose to sell it will be making money out | ‘The mayor of ouf city has shown me some depositions 
| what Wiiy did they not take the testimony of the en- 1] of il, the Senate think it advisable to reject the || of several persons relative to the pa of what prop. 
a : neer of the yard? Mr. Hanscom may bea very opportunity that is offered them, I shall be per- only esloinre the nav y yard by Uf Government. I have 
as been cood naval constructor; he may know all about || fectly content if that is their decision. Gaverauueie ay Sree Fs sronetie ae ane nit 
ilding ships; but about the expense of making 1| Mr. SUMNER. It seems to me that 1 ought they need it, of course they dias to Vorehied it it the y 
; alteration, and about the necessity of it, it || not to let this question pass without saying a | ean do so ata fair price, If they ennnot se purchase wey 
not do vould seem that the testimonyof the engineer of || word about it, especially as the Senator from || CUsM! 2 pair it by virtue of eminent demain, and pay its 
e is'no the vard was the proper testimony to be taken; 1] Maine has referred to the opinions of the two | ou aeah thie’ oe the dee wie eattee efit of wtiak 
ropo at that isavoided. ‘They took the testimony of || Senators from Massachusetts, and alsu the two knowledge I have, in the nope thant it may Retort sarwtaerts 
are ree or four master workmen, four of whom are |) Re presentatives from Boston in the other House. }| you when the question comes before the Benate, 
> ne a, iermen of the city of Charlestown, and the tesu- || 1 confess my embarrassment about this question. *T know personally very well most of the gentlemen 
' mony of the naval constructor, who did not know || I do not think the duty of the Senate in regard | vee Seen © eneh then ai Oe tee Sutia eats 
ais anything about this parucular business, and omit- || to it is clear either way, and I was very mucli}| are men. of large property and. characters Mr hey ard tee 
f Yar vod taking the testimony of the engmeer,and, lam || struck with the inquiry of the Senator from Ken- || position in society such as removes them entirely irom the 
use told, omitted to do so when they knew his testi- tucky. It seems to me that perhaps that Inquiry doo one of being Improperly uGuenced.in thin matt 7 
sion of mony would be unfavorable im regard to It, and || points to the very course W hich we oughtto take, : dueril oka stated dolimeatin beotasde tedtek hie 
ive the the testimony of the commandant of the yard. || Myembarrassmentis precisely this: how sliall || not be questioned anywhere under circumstances admit 
nortant The commandant was Admiral Swingham, who || we here undertake toWete: mine the value of this | ting of a cross-examination of the questioner. The depo- 
Tf new has been urging it very strongly as a matter that || property in the face of the positive difference of | aT at re men are absolutely am an sae vane 
yn, and was necessary for the wants of the Government. 1] tesumony on the subject ? Are we enough of a Lol wibeiead ta ma whe hens dee las apes tiee qin 
The I have no faith in these statements—I do not dis- || court seriously, enough at leisure, little enough This being so, the proposed transaction bears upen i face 
marked pute the integrity of the men—and in the kind of || preoccupied, to undertake to hold the scales and }| the inarks of a speculation by which the ‘Treasury ts qo be 
no ur- testimony that has been got up here. determine the vatae of this property? If there | robbed of seme seventy-five thousand dollars,, With such 


a sum as this as the stake, it is easy to see that the parues 


It ig hey have got the testimony of a considerable in interest can well afford to pay considerable sum to de 


was no conflict of testimony, of course the way | 


best for umber of Charlestown men, the aldermen, &c., || would be easy; but the difficulty here is that there || ceive and betog the othcers of the Government. But with 
a high and 1 am told that the opinion of avery large por- || is a very serious conflict of testimony. I have || Mt hove named depositions as a part of the recoud of the 
) in the tion of the people of Charlestown is that it is a || had in my drawer—l shall not read them—these iabe ocd wala ber witerky wigneet duteuee Ln tetachaese 
camina- matter of no great consequence to them. Why, || depositions, [exhibitinga bundle.}] Ido notknow |) it, it itsopponents should ehoose to use it against them be- 
» More sir, Charlestown lives by the navy-yard. What || how many there are, but there is a large number || fore the people, 
heen. would become of it if it were not for the great | of them, all relating to this subject, and all roiig és Uf the Government really need the wharves, it will be 
opinion expenditure of money there on thatspot? Charles- || to show very strongly that this sam should not | vale ehiriiosds "Buh Leth the nicdedlabtant caaventenes 
rnment, iown is nothing without the navy-yard in any || be paid. | have had an abstract of these depo- {| of having the property at all, it seems to me the depositions 
a value shape or form; and for a city of that limited area | sitions made, showing the following results: || are pretty couciusive against the proposition.” 
the to come In and object to proper facilities being |} The facts established by the affidavits are, first, || It will be. seen, therefore, that this writer in ad- 
had no uilorded for a public work by which they live; || exorbitant price. ‘The price asked is $130,000. l| vance comes to the very conclusion of the Sen- 
navy had and upon which they live, and which makes them || The least valuable of the two wharves was bought || ator from Kentucky, that the Government had 
vittee of ail they are substanually would seem to be alittle || by the present proprietors last September for || better have it appraised and pay for it according 
ine spot singular. | $49,000, which would make the value of the two to the judgment of a jury. Now lI come to the 
, doubt: My friend has talked about going to the other || wharves $98,000. But only one half in value is || mayor of Charlestown, tn regard to whom the 
' m end of the yard and improving there. ‘The mayor || to be sold, making the price asked $130,000; the || Senator from Maine madea suggestion. My eor- 
whos of the city, who has been here, Mr. Stone, tsa || price paid by the present owners is $49,000, The || respondent goes on to say: ; ’ 
ntecrity man who is deeply interested in filling up lahdat.|| assessors state the value at $84,000, which would || “But the point which { more especially desire to call 
Neither, the other end of the yard, which, as lam told, | make the value of the part proposed to be sold || your avention to,.and which has induced me to write to 
Massa ie does not pretend to deny that at some time he | $32,@90, as against $130,000 asked. Other esti- || YOM #bout this mutter, ds the atte le, Doton the case by 
tot would like to sell tothe Government, where itis || mates place the value of the part to be sold at ST ee is by ie O mane intene i ie 
thee ea a a opposition to this purchase by the Govenimeut. It is satd 
we have W shallow water, at the mouth of the Mystic, |) $55,000 to $65,000. According to builders’ es- || that he is interested in lauds on the Mystie river, on the 
of water and | am told, instead of doing good, very much || timates, the part proposed to be sold, seventy- || otier side et tie navy yard, which he is desirous to well to 
elioee. njuring the water front in consequence of the || eight thousand feet, would cost at present prices, | the Goverument, ines at h ving it buy uve proposed 
all low anges he made. But of that I know nothing. || if built in the best way, 41 00 to $1 50 per foot, || Tay Svcs cces UP Ge obrbiets be tie laude all Bipette rider 
ere near | cannot speak of my own knowledge but only || that is, $738,000 to $1 17,000, but the wharf needs referred to. They are oWned by the Mystic River Corpo 
i 


unless, (rom hearsay. 


s, either With regard to this matter I feel just exactly 


sea-wall as the Navy Department feels or professes to feel, 

and l have no doubt does feel, and that is this: 
m. The ve CO not any of us ‘want to expend money un- 
the con- torssarily. | believe | am as much averse as 
in order my honorable friend from New Hampshire to | 


ration, which comprises all the riparian owners on the shore 
of Mystic river between Malden and Chelsen bridges. The 
same parties, besides their corporate property in the flats, 
own large estates adjoining in their several private capaci 

ties. ‘Therefore it is that the charactcr of tite use tO which 
the corporate flats shall be devoted is of much more con- 
sequence to them than the price for which the corporate 
flats shall be sold. They have a most important plan for 


heavy repairs; one builder says it will need to be 
rebuilt at an expense greater than the building of 
anew wharf. 
Second, there are at least equally good facill- 
ties in the yard itself. A large part of the water | 


fréntage in ‘the yard on the Charles and Mystic 
is unoceupied, ‘Three wharves at least might be 


row out 


ini eXnendine . | : , -< || the improveinent of this property which has been prose 
ter front ing money for any purpose where it can || buikt, with positive benefit to the yard. For the i cuted by thein for years with great persistence "tid which 
its own re avoid d; butit is miserable economy not to || proposed purchase money, or less, better wharf }) { can, froyy my peculiar point of view, see is about to be 
- where the Government is absolutely inneed || facilities now might be had in the yard. i} Fe Se eeceliy adcatied tere auto oF t srl of Rie wong 
can ex- “having a place. Lam disposed rather'to trust || ‘Dhird, the need of the wharf proposed to be || rau ahnentien Government. | leone therefore, that they 
dept! of to the tesumony of sucha man as the admiral || purchased for the purposes of trade and taxation. }| do not want to sell tothe Government, aged that they would 
it I have Tcommand of the yard, of the engineer, of the || Governmentholds from twothirdsto three fourths || D® Very unwise to do so ab any price. | Cus the contrary Kt 
th reler- olivers there, of the chief of the Bureau of Yards || of the water frontage below the bridves, and this || wows pe manitestly Pe Ae rents pe Seren 
ter front and Docks, of he S > : , : — os oe | Mystic river prope rty to have the Goverume nt buy the of r 
ter from canes of the Secretary of the Navy, of the ee would injure the city’s trade. The city || wharves, and thus take wharf property oat of the way of 
place, na bn sentatives from the city of Boston, and \| has only Six handred acres of land, and ‘as the 1} competing with rene for business purposes.’? 
vailable; ana oom Naval Committee who have been | taxes come principally upon that, the withdrawal |) This is what this writer says in regard to the 
be oe mend dj ground and examined it, and recom- {| of any real estate is deprecated. | mayor of Charlestown. 
erstood, ee after seeing at, than to those affidavits ‘That is an abstract of these affidavits; but on || Mr FESSENDEN. What is the writer’s 
» keep it po ‘are got up by interested parties giving their | the other side are the statements which the Sen- || name? 
H that ! pions of what ought to.be done and what might | ator from Maine has presented from the Navy!) Mr.SUMNER. The Senator can have the let- 
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ter, but 
with the name, a8 It 1s wrillen lo me as a private 
letter. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, 
cupations 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator from Maine in- 
quires as to the occupalion of my corre spondent. 
| cannot precisely answer that question now, but 


| do not wish it to go ite the discussion 


W hat is the writer’s oc- 


in say that he has been repeatedly a member of 


the Legislature from Charlestown,a man of saga- 


, setts and those stated in the memorandum that 


Ihave taken from his desk; and we arrived at 
the conclusion that the property was needed by 
the Government if the yard should continue at 
Charlestown, and that as a consequence the Gov- 


| ernment could not do better than to buy it. 


city, and tried integrity, and great familiarity nat- || 
uvally with the home of his youth and of his life || 


in a small place, as Charlestownis, I call atten- 
tion now particularly to his very positive state- 


ment that the mayor of Charlestown who has been | 
brought into this question can be under no per- || 


sonal influence to testify against the purchase of 


this wharf property. My correspondent concludes | 


as follows: 


“This matter is felt by citizens of Charlestown who have 
no special interest in the profits of a speculation, to be a 
pretty important one. Ihave no doubt it will receive your 
caretul consideération.”’ 


Under the circumstances, considering the sum 
involyed, considering the diversity of opinion on 
the question especially of value, considering also 
the local fécling which seems to have been started 
in the matter, | must say that I have my doubts 


about the expediency of the Government under- | 


taking to make the purchase in the way proposed. 
| therefore think that it would be better for the 
Senator from Maine, the chairman of the Finance 


Just think of such a reason as this furnished 
by the citizens of Charlestown as a ground why 
the Government should not add by purchase to 
the navy-yard located at that place, ‘the need 
of the wharf proposed to be purchased, for pur- 
poses of trade and taxation!’’? Whatdoes it mean? 
What is the explanation of that? If the Govern- 
ment shall make this purchase, the taxes formerly 


derived from this property will be added to the || 


taxes on the property of the Senator’s constitu- 


| ents at the city of Charlestown, which rests ‘* un- 


der the shadow of Bunker Hul,’’ and we know, 


| according to the Senator’s statement, what influ- 


Committee, to introduce a proposition authorizing | 


the Government to take this land by virtue of its 
emipent domain at the value which shall be as- 
sessed by ajury. Letit be done in that way, aed 
then these various protestants against the pro- 
posed purchase will have no ground of complaint. 

Mr.CONNESS, The last sentence spoken by 
the Senator from Massachusetts proves. how fair 
he is on this subject. It shows that he, at least, 
has no motive at variance with the possession of 
the property spoken of by the Government, be- 
cause he announces himself as ready and willing 


: o 
and reeommends the introduction of a mensure 


for the condemnation of this property to public | 


use. In my opinion, if his correspondent were 
equally fair with the Senator he would not have 
written the letter that he has written. 


The Senator has said, and we have experienced | 


the fact in and out of the Finance Committee of 


this body, that there has been a great deal of feel- 
ing gotten up on this subject relating to the pur- 
chase of this property. It is a matter, perhaps, 


of interesting inquiry to know why there has been | 
so much feeling at the city of Charlestown as to | 


a matter mvolving the purchase of $130,000 worth 
of property by the Government at that place. I 
| 
ator from Massachusetts in the position of making 
a contest against this purchase. He has said 
what he has said more in the way of suggestion 
probably, but I ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts whether there is another city in the Union, 
in hisopinion, where the Government would pro- 
pose to purchase $130,000 of wharf property, 
water front, that ay might be addéd to a navy- 
yard located ther® where the people would have 
troubled themselves so much, busied themselves 
so much, interested themselves so deeply to. pre- 
vent the “plunder” of the Government as his 
correspondent says? Is there another city in the 
Union that would have developedthe same amount 
of public feeling to prevent the plunder of the 


do not understand, nor do | wish to place the Sen- | 


Government that has*been developed in the pure | 


and immaculate city of Charlestown? 
Mr.SUMNER. This is under the shadow of 
Benker Hill, | would remind’the Senator. 
Mr. CONNESS. It is a great pity, taking the 


Senator’s explanation, that Bunker Hill is not so | 


high that at should cast a shadow over the entire 
land. Oh, what a country we should have if all 


were as pure as the people of the city of Charles- || 


town! 

Mr. President, it is not my business to enter 
into a defense of this purchase. Lam an humble 
member of the Committee on Finance; and the 
explanations connected with the views reported 
by that committee here come properly and legit- 
imately from its distinguished chairman, where 
we generally leave it; but with others I sat with 
that gentieman patiently, day after day, consider- 
ing every objection that has been made, inclad- 
ing there stated by the Senator from Massachu- 


ence that shadow has exerted over the land, 
**The Government holds,’”’ this paper con- 
tinues, ** from two thirds to three fourths of all 
the water frontage below the bridges;’’ and yet 
itis stated to you by the chairman of the Finance 
Committee, and it is an incontrovertible fact, that 
whenever the Government moored a ship there, 
they dia it with nearly one half its entire length, 
it the vessel was of any considerable size, reaching 
across privale property, and preventing its use 
otherwise, ‘hey have another alternative, and 
what is it? 
and ancrur it there with four anchors. But the 
Charlestown people, purified by * the shadow of 
Bunker Hill,”’ say that the Government holds 
from two thirds to three fourths of the water front- 
age below the bridges, and this purchase ** would 
injure the city’s trade.’’ It is not my province 
and perhaps it would not be proper for me to dis- 
css a question involving whether the mayorof the 
cuy of Charlestown is interested, or to what ex- 


tent he is interested, in opposing this purehase. | 


I dismiss that part of the case with this remark, 
that in my-opinion af he were less interested in 
lands in that vicinity, neither he nor anybody 


from him would have appeared here to prevent | 
the passage of this appropriation and the pur- 


chase of this property. Lameclearly of that opin- 
ion as to what the mayor’s course would be if 
he were less interested in making land an anchor- 
age for ships in and about the city of Charles- 
town, which “rests in the shadow of Bunker 
Hill.”’ 

** The city has only six hundred acres of land; 
and ag the taxes come principally upon that, the 
withdrawal of any real estate is deprecaied,”’ 
Just think of that sir,forareason! I never would 
vote for thisappropriation to purchase the property 
involved, if it were notthat the withdrawal of the 
Charlestown navy-yard from Charlestown would 
ve a great loss to the Government; but I would 
withdraw that navy-yard and put it somewhere 
else, and see how they would like that; see haw 
the city of Charlestown, luxuriaung morally and 


| purely ‘fin the shade of Bunker Hill,’’? would 
| carry on its government without the gréat expend- 


itures which have built up their city, in the main 


| made by the General Government there. 


inheditants living under the shadow of Bunker | 


Why, sir, if 1 were a citizen of the city of 
Charlestowa, living under the shade of that ven- 
erable monument, | would be ashamed to come 
here to Congress to say to the Government, 
**You must not pay $130,000 for the property 
thatis there necessary to your possession, because 
it you do it will impose upon us an. additional 
burden in supporting the government ofourcity.”’ 
I would oe ashamed of it, to tell you the truth, 
Mr. President; and if I represented that constit- 
uency I would take care, for the time being, that 
they should have no representative here. They 
do a meaner thing than that, though that is mean 
enough forali purposes; Living under the shadow 


ot that venerated monument, and desiring te live | 
| cheaply there evidently,and notto be overtaxed, 


and taking care that the Government should not 
ouy this property ihat the Government wants and 


needs, they allege that their mouye is, that the. | 


Government shall net. be plundered, which it 


_ wil be if it buys, and they set forth that this 
property has been purchased at a lower, price, | 


very much lower than the Government is now 
required to pay forit, I should like to. try. the 
mayor of Cha:lesiown, onany ether of the pure 


Till, as the owners of this identical. property, to 
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|| see how much less they would take for it if thes 


It is to take the ship into the stream || 


| any other time. 


| When 


oa 
April Ly 





they 


had it. Iam very much inclined to think the 
vat 


they would get the last farthing for i; hot 
standing where they have their abode a 
advantages they derive from that. cee 

It would appear as if the Finance C 


th. 


OM Mitlee of 


| the Senate were in favor of dealing ex “ts 


$ \ travagan 

with the publicmoney,as they have saaseeiieer’ 
the pur shase of this property, as is proved — 
letters-and papers read here from the toner ' 
Charlestown and the great body of ae of 
whoare deeply moved for fear Government rw Ys 
be plundered, and as another cons: que nee their 
taxes should be increased by taking this aah ts ' 


| away froustaxation, I am inclined to thielts ‘Y 
it Li ved under the shadow of Bunker Hilj jy u,, 
city of Charlestown, | should neither wan, to he 
mayor of the city nor continue to reside there yy: 

| they changed their modes and presented ean 


arguments than those found here in op} 
this purchase. 

The Finance Committee have consider lead 
examined every shade and view of this question 
The need of the Government is great. | yo, 
continue the yard, you must have ’ 


; e this property 
you cannot do without it. These men have o, 


UBLUON to 


ZO\ 

| up a great dispute as to how it may collateraily 
atlect other property, with which we have yor) 
ing todo. 1 think it is assuming a great deal for 


either thean orany one else when it is assumed that 
the Hinance Committee, of which my honorabje 
friend from Maine is the chairman, would recom. 
mend the expenditure of a dollar of the public 
money that could be avoided at this time or at 
I very much incline to think 
that, notwithstanding the advantages of residence 
that this pure constituency have as stated by the 


| Senator, they would have done themselves much 


more credit by remaining at home and allowing 
the Government through. its proper agencies wo 
make such purchases as upon close investigation 
are found most profitable and necessary to the 
public service. : 

Mr. DAVIS. I think the proper course to be 
pursued by the Senate in relation to this matter 
is very plain. Iknow nothing of the parties tha 
have manifestly an interest in the purchase of this 
property, and | care nothing about them, whether 
they be the owners of the property, or the people 
of Charlestown generally; but 1 know one fact 
that the Government in an infinity of instances 
has beén mostegregiousl y.swindled and plundered 
by such transactions, aud all for the want ofa gen- 
eral law which Congress could pass very readily, 
I suppose in the course of a week or ten days. 
the Government needs real estate in 


| Charleste wn or anywhere else, for forts, arsenals, 


dock-yards, or other public works that are neces- 


| sary for the operatibns of the Government, the 
, Government has the right to go upon the prop- 
| erty and tohavea judicial assessment of ils value 
| made, and to take it atits value. 
| ful to produce such a result is a general law on 


All that is need- 


the subject. Ifa general law to this end had been 
vassed forty years ago, the Government would 
Sout saved millions and millions of dollars that 
have been extorted from it in the most extrava- 
gant ad fabulous prices it has paid for property 
that it needed* 

The United States have a necessity for the deep 


| waters in Charlestown harbor or the best water 


in any other harbor: there is a plain and simple 
mode by which they may get the water aud 4 
shore upon the water. It is to pass a law au- 
therizing a judicial proceeding that shall resuit 
in the appointment of commissioners or the ea 
paneling of a jury to go and examine the prop 
erty and ascertain and assess its value, and Wie 


| Government is then entiticd to the property a 


‘hat value, eae 

Mr. GRIMES. Allow: me te state that te 
Senator from Vermont (Mr. Coriamen} bas just 
nade a suggestion to me, and perhaps (ie sere: 


| tor from Kentucky can answer it. [tis tins: sup- 


| 
i 


i 


pose such a law to be passed, would the Govert 
ment acquire jurisdiction over the property! 
Would it be exempt from taxation‘ 

Mr. DAVIS. Jt: might. not be exempt from 
taxation. 

Mr. Gv IMES. . But be liable to be taxed for 
State and corporation purposes / id 
_ Mr. DAVIS. Suppose they were, what woul 
it amount,to? 


Mr. GRIMBS.. Will the Senator allow me 
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further Lo sug 
: om the State céded? How would you gov- 


en in the yard? 


er them 
ont. The Government could have 


Mr DAVIS. 


wpsdic‘lon. 


id have mm the yard without having jarisdic- | 
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pesed to the purchase of any real estate or other 
property by the Government during atime of war, 
unless the necessity of it is madeapparent, The 
appropriations of money inatime like thisshould 


| be confined simply to the purposes of war unless | 


"Mr. FLESSENDEN. Notunless the State chose || 


+o grant it. 
Oe D AVIS. The Government could not have 


jysive jurisdiction unless the State would re- 
exe. but it could “have concurrent jurisdiction 
State government and with the State au- 


with the 
thoriues. , ; 
si th, purposes of anavy-yard, . Ladmit that 
-. most convenient, and probably would be most 
forthe harmony of the working of the two jurisdic- 
“ons, that where thisGevernment acquires prop- 
“cy of wis kind there should be.such a release 
aan pass to the Government of the United 
Stale . ° Ls 
there ve any difficulty im obtaining such a release 
of the jurisdiction of the State? I suppose not. 
lt has been obtained in hundreds of other places 
tm the various States; and there will be just as 
ile difficulty in getting it from Massachusetts 
ag from any other State, I suppose. 

~ Thave no doubt, frameverything I have heard, 


' omuch money; the price asked is too large; His 
‘nore than the intrinsic walue of the land; it is 
ut itisonly onecase in athousand, The United 
States very seldom purchase property in the way 
‘real estate for such a purpose that it does not 

» wo or three prices for at. Ifa general law 

wnting out the mode in which property should 


ve assessed that the Government needed for its | 


convenience or its operations had been passed 


It could have jarisdiction sufficient for || 


s exclusive jurisdiction over the land. Would | 


nore than the United States ought to pay for it; | 


fifty yearsago, millions upon millions would have | 


been saved to the Treasury in getting property at 
a fair assessed valuey and preventing the swin- 
llingand plundering operations to which the Gov- 
rnment has been made to submit, A policy of 
:kind ought to be introduced at some time, and 

w is just as good a time to begin as any other. 

| believe this appropriation ought not to be made 
aught to be voted down, and the Committee 

the Judiciary ought to introduce a general law 
regulating the mode in, which private property 
may be taken, at its value assessed, for public 
use. Such a law could be passed very speedily, 
and | suppose in the course ef three or four months 
is plece of property or any other property the 
Government might need anywhere could be 
brought under the operation; of/sach alaw, and 


| for and acquired by the Government in that 
} 


| think that is a very plain policy and. an im- 
rave one. It js necessary to prevent extor- 
ion, and Lam amazed that such a law was not 
ussed years aud scores\of. years ago. Every 
State has such a law, I presume, My State has 
and it never submits itself to be extorted and 
pundered from by private individuals in their 
stemptto compel the State to pay the price which 
‘he owner Of any property may ask for that prop- 
erly where it is necessary to appropriate it to the 
public use. We have a general law upon the 
subject, We appoint commissioners of we sum- 
mon ajury. ‘The commissioners or the jury go 
‘pon the premises and assess’ the value of the 
wid. They doit judicially; they do it upon an 
‘vestigation of the subject, upon. hearing. proof 
o'us value, They make their.report, and theirre- 
Pert passes under the revision and judgment of 
‘court. If there is any, error in it of fact or of 
‘W of sufficient moment,.the report, whether it 
7 by a jury or commissioners, is set-aside and a 
a proceeding isshad. But itis upon this mode 
proceeding, that is perfectly fair and just be- 
‘ween the Government and the.owners of private 
'operty, that the assessment is made and the 
operty is transferred from. the owner to the 
aa for the public use; and itseemstome as plain 
Mase oe put by the honorable Senator from 
do ne aero other day, that two and two 
2 fives that such a system as this 


ouch 4 
Sught to be adopted, and that now is.a very good 
ume to ado tit , 


; Mr. SH ERMAN, As I was not able to con- 
= with the majority of the Committee on Fi- 
wie 4s to the necessity of this appropriation, | 
conta briefly state the reasons why | could not 

Heur with them. Asa general rale I am op- 














| 


| 


the necessity is apparentand clear. There is no 
estimate for this appropriation in the regular es- 
timafes. I believe it was rot submitted to us 
in that way. It came in the form of a recom- 
mendation from the head of the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks, Admiral Smith, who appeared before 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and it was 
inserted by them inthe bill. Admiral Smith and, 
1 believe, Admiral Stringham came before the 


Committee on Finance and made their statements. | 


I listened to every word they had to say, and 
also to what was said by those who opposed this 
appropriation, and | was notconvinced of the ne- 


| cessity for it. 
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more than half the territorial extent of the land, 
and yet not get all the water front and none of 
the rear. But take the Senator’s statement: we 
propose to pay them $130,000 for a portion of a 


| tract of land that they paid $104,000 for only last 


fall, and that, too, when we bought a piece of land 
from them two years aro without any sucrestion 
that it was necessary for us to buy this adjoin 
ing piece, which we certainly could have bought 


as low as Eldredge bought it. 


The impression made on my mind waa un- 
favorable, and | paid some attention to the matter. 


| Fhis land is of no value to us unless we can get 
| from the State of Massachusetts the right of emi- 


nentdomain. I presume the Government of the 


|| United States would scarcely parchase it unless 
| the State of Massachusetts would cede jurisdic- 


"Fhe United States own a large tract of land in 


Charlestown, embracing, | think, over three thou- 
sand feet of water front. A portion of this is 
deep water, and a portion of it isshallow. From 


| an examination of the question | was not satis- 


fied but that, by eribbing, the United States might 


purchase of this land. 

But there was another view that made an im- 
pression on my mind, It seems that for several 
years Admiral Smith desired to purchase a piece 
of land adjacent to the navy-yard, then belong- 
ing to the firm of which Mr. Eldredge was one. 
After a good deal of delay he prevailed on Con- 
gress to buy that land adjoining the navy-yard. 
During all that time there was no suggestion 
made, so far as | could see, that any more land 


| city of Charlestown to our purchase, 


| acquire deep water front on its own ground ata | 


| far less expense than would be required by the | 
tthis property is offered to the Government for || 


Wag necessary except that particular piece then | 


owned by the firm of Oakman & Eldredge. There 
was no allegation that more land besides that was 
needed, that land still further west was needed, 
and the pressure was made upon Congressto buy 
that particular piece of land, and after some delay 


| Congress appropriated $120,000 to buy that land | 
of Eldredge. 


There was no suggestion at that 
time, as L have said, that we wanted land still 
further west and adjacent to the purehase then 


made. That land could have been purchased, ace | 


cording to the testimony before us, at, a far less 


sum than is now proposed to be paid for its but | 


there was no claim or pretense then made to Con- 
gress that more land was needed. The purchase 
was made of Eldredge for $120,000 and paid for 
two years ago, in the summer of 1862, since this 
warcommenced. It was purchased on theground 
that we were then compelled sometimes to extend 
our vessels beyond our lines and to front on the 
land of Eldredge. Thatargument prevailed, and 
Congress bought that land. 

What oceurred then? Shortly afterwards El- 


dredge bought the adjacent land to that which we | 


had purchased, two pieces containing about three 
hundred feet of water front, and about as mueh 
land fronting on a street in the town of Charles- 
town, for $104,000. Then for the first time after 
this firm purchased this land the suggestion was 
made that the Government of the United States 
wanted « portion of the water front. I booked at 
the dates, and that created an impression upon 
my mind, 

If two years ago, when we wanted as much 
water front as we do now, for all that appears, 
when we were engaged in the war, if this land 
that is now about to be purchased was needed, 
why was not the demand for its purchase made 
then upon Congress? ‘The whole of it could then 
have been purchased for $104,000; but no sugges- 
tion of that kind was made. Eldredge bought it 
for $104,000; and now he proposes to sell to the 
Unised States less than one half of it in territorial 
extent, but nearly the whole water frontage, as 
the Senator from Maine says—all | think but 
thirty feet of water front—an angle including most 
of the water front, but none of the back front on 
the streets of Charlestown, less, I say, than one 
half the territorial extent of the ground 

Mc. FESSENDEN. More than one half. 
The proportion is eighty to fifty. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is a good 
mathematician, and he can caleclate it for himself 
very readily. This piece isan irregular parallelo- 
gram. We do not getall the water front and we 
get none ofthe back front. Idoot know, then, 
what kind of shape it is by which we can get 














| transaction, 


| purposes of this navy-yard. 


| tion. 


tion tous. Here is a local opposition from the 


Is it not 
likely that local opposition will be carried into 
the Legislature of Massachusetts and that a cen- 
troversy will come up there as to ceding to the 
United States the right of eminent domain? 

Under these circumstances, with these doubts, 
ought we to appropriate the money? [do not 
regard itasa matter ofany very great moment, but 
simply asa matter of dollars and cents, a business 
it seemed to me, first, that the ne- 
cessity for the purchase was not fully estublished; 
second, that the price was unreasonable, as is 
attested by the fact that within so short a time 
the whole of the property, of which this is'a part, 
was bought for a less sum; and third, that there 
did not appear to be any reason why the lind 
already in the possession of the Government 
could not, by cribbing, be made available for the 
Those are the econ- 
siderations that induced me to vote against the 
proposition in commitiee. 

1 will state another consideration that itis well 
enough forus toreflectupon. A greatmany very 


| harsh and probably wnjast statements have been 


made in the House of Representatives about this 
purchase. If the necessity of the purchase was 
made manifest, E would disreeard them; bat un- 
der the circumstances Ishould prefer that this 
purchase at least should be postponed until we 
can have a fuller investigation about it. ‘hat 
certainly will not create any great embarrassment 
to the Government, beeause if it be necessary 
they can take this part of the property by paying 
whatever is necessary even for its use or Ocewpa- 
lt will be no harm to the Government and 
no detriment to the public service to postpone the 
matter until next winter, and perhaps forever. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 do not feeldisposed to 
argue the question over agam., I rise merely to 
suggest that we cannot get possession of tris hand 
for use or occupation, because these merit oecupy 
it themselves, and carry on their own very large 
andimportant busimessthere, Ifthe Government 


| choose to buy it, very well, they will go some- 


where else to do their business; but they will not 
let itto the Government and break themselves up. 
We must either buy itor notbuy it. If we want 
to use it, we must purchase ‘it. 

An important consideration in regard to the 
price was mentioned by one of the gentlemen who 
wus before us, and I thought there was « great 
deal of justice in it. Hesaid thatthey did a very 
large and profitable business there,and would be 
compelled if they gave it up to go out of busmess 
until they could find some other place in which to 
establish themselves, and they calculated thatloss 


-as matter of dollars and cents in connection with 


the value of the land. 

if | looked on this transaction merely as a 
question of value, how much the property was 
actually worth at the present time if sold in the 
marketto anybody but the Government, I should 
say probably that the price was too high, more 
than the property is vrorth to the Government; 
but my own belief is that in the course of a year 
or two the Government would lose moré by the 
want of these facilities than the amount that is 
asked for this land. 

A word now in reply to the honerable Senstor 
from Obio. Men's minds are differently const- 
tuted; When t believe men to be hizh-minded 


| and honorable officers of the Government, I take 


} 


it for granted that'they. have acted honestly and 
honorably unlessthe contrary uppears. My friend 
from Ohio seems to be constituted differently and 
to understand or to be disposed to think that 


- ey 


gee 


v 5a 
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although we have no reason to suppose that such 
menias Admiral Smith and Adnmwal Stringham 
are anything but honorable men, yetasthcy bave 
not purchased this land before, and it seems from 
some testimony that it might have been done, 
therefore suspicion 18 to be east upon their mo- 
tive and their action! They have no more inter- 
est in it and feel no more except as the Goverp- 
ment is concerned than the honorable Senator and 
myself. Hemight justas well impute dishonora- 
ble motives to me. Ldo not think the Senator 
meant to impute them to anybody. 

Mr. SUERMAN, Lnot ‘only did not mean to 
say anything against Admiral Snatch and Admiral 
Stringham, but L expressly disclaimed it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. So | supposed; but still 
the tendency of the Senator ’s remarks would be to 
create an impression of that kind, because he put 
the question, why was not the purchase made 
before? Lgave the explanation. Admiral Smith 
tried for years to buy that one piece of land ad- 
joining the yard, which was owned by Oakman 

i Eldredge. He could notgetleave to buy that, 
Of course he could not buy and did not think of 
buying the land beyond that unless he could get 
that, because he would be cut off in the middle. 
Hle found it almost impossible to persuade Con- 
gress to bay that small piece which everybody 
now admits was absolutely essential, and which 
we could not get along without. In cons quence 
of the great increase of business, the great num- 
ber of vessels sent to the yard to be repaired, it 
has become manifest that the advantage of the 
Government demands that we should have more 
land there if more can be had. 

The Senator says this hind was for sale before 
and the Government might have bought it, Per- 
haps the Government might, but it was not of- 
fered to them, although the gentlemen who owned 
it say they held it and would have been glad to 
sell it to the Government. That is what Mr, 
Lawrence said; but it did not appear until it was 
purchased by these men and they came forward 
and offered it. It having been ascertained that 
it would be.to the advantage of the Government, 
they are disposed to sell if they can sell on terms 
sufliciently advantageous to themselves. If they 
can, very well. If they cannot, so be it. | feel 
no interest in the matter. I appeal to the hon- 
orable Senators from Massachusetts on this ques- 
tion, inasmuch as their colleagues in the other 
House have expressed their decided opinion, and 
I felt rather inclined to be bound by them and put 
the responsibility ou them, The honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts who has spoken lives in 
the city of Boston close by Charlestown. . If he 
feels clined to take the responsibility of advis- 
ing that the Government shall not have these 


privileges there which the Government thinks it | 


ought to have in order to do the business of the 
yard, | am not going to stand here to quarrel 


with hina about what lies at his own door. He || 


and his colleague may, if they see fit, take the re- 
sponsibility of advising against it... lam content 
with the result. Lonly want the responsibility 
to rest where it properly belongs. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask leave to give notice that I 
shail prepare and introduce a |iil providing a gen- 
eral law for assessing the value of real estate that 


the United States may need to take for public pur- | 


0sSes. 
Mr. SUMNER. Since the appeal has been so 


precisely made to me, I will answer. I do live | 


in Boston and I know this property; that is, as 


one livingalways in its neighborhood might know | 


it, not pretending, however, from my experience 
in life to haveany particular competency to judge 


of the value of such property, and therefore per- || 


sonally I give no opinion on its value. I dosee, 
though, very well how important the property 
may be to the general interests of the town, for 
the Senate must not forget that Charlestown is 
really a very small place; some of these papers say 
six, hundred acres only; and all that part of the 
town that has the best water facilities has been 
already occupied by the Government. I presume 
that. that adds to the sensibility of the citizens 
when itis proposed to take the gtéater part of 
what remains of the city so far as it fronts upon 
the water, 

I come back, I must say, after listening to the 
Senator from Maine, to the suggestion with which 
I started, that the Senate is not the body toaudit 
such a question. Weare not masters in chan- 


cery or auditors; and since a question has been 
thrown into this case with regard to the value of 
this property, we had better, | think, devise some 
way of determining that question. For one, Ido 
not want to determine that question, though | 
have advantages which some other Senators may 
not have, from my familiarity with the locality, 
and atso the character of these witnesses.. Yet, 
sir, 1 do not want to’ determine that question; 
especially 1 do not want to determine it against 
the Government. I desire that the Government 
should have all that it wants. lam not behind 
| the Senator from Maine in that respect, eitherin 
| my votes or in the expression of my opinions, 
At the same time I come back to where | was at 
| the beginning, that all things considered, taking 
| into account the local sentiment there in the im- 
mediate neighborhood of this property, it would 
be better upon the whole that the Senate should 
adopt some other way of arriving at the result. 
‘They might follow the suggestion of the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

As for the opinions of our colleagues in the 
other House I am not aware of them. One of 
them,to whom the Senator from Maine has re- 

| ferred, L took the pains to ask to come to see me 
| and confer on the question, and I found that he 
| referred me to the party In interest. Atthat time 
he had made no special mquiry into the facts him- 
self. He handed me over absolutely to 1 think 
itis Mr. Oakman, the party in interest, and | was 
very glad to see Mr.Oakman. 1 found him agree- 
| able and intelligent, and | mtust say that while he 
| was with me it seemed to me that his case was 
| almost irresistible. It was only when again | 
came to review the evidence and read over these 
affidavits that it seemed to me there was a doubt. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘This Mr. Oakman, 1 
think, stated before the committee that he had no 
anxiety about it, that he did not care particularly 
about selling the land—— 

Mr. SUMNER. So he said to me. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. And said he, “If they 
doubt about the price, just let the Government 
select twenty men in the eity of Boston who are 
acquainted with the value of such things and 
know the whole circumstances and understand 
my business. | do not want Charlestown men, 
because they are committed on the subject, but 
men in the city of Boston, and I will take three 
out of the twenty who may go onand I willabide 
| by their decision and sell it for what they say | 
can afford to sell it for.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment moved by the 
| Senator from New Hanipshire from the Com- 

mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FESSENDEN ealled for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—Meessrs. Anthony, Buckalew, Davis, Dixon, 
Hale, Harlan, Harris, Henderson, Hendricks, Howe, Lane 
ot Kansas, Morgan, Pomeroy, Powell, Ramsey, Sherman, 
Sprague, Sumner, ‘len Byck, ‘Trumbull, Willey, Wilson, 
and Wright—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Chandler, Collamer, Conness, Fessen- 
den, Foot, Poster, Grimes, Howard, Johnson, Riddle, and 
Wade—11. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no 


quorum voting, and the Senate is disabled’ from 
proceeding with the public business for the want 
of a quorum. 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 
| ©The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


| | HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

/ Monpary, -4pril Li, 1864. 

| The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
| 

j 


| by Rev. E. E. Hate. 
The Journal of Saturday was read. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL, 
Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a questionof order 


| in reference to the Journal of Saturday, which 
| has just been read. My paint is this: the record, 
|| in stating the language made use of by the gen- 
|| Ueman from Maryland, [Mr. Harris,] makes 
|| use of the word “ subjection,” when the word 
| made use of was ** subjugation.” 

|| The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
|| the original report és in the hands of thé Clerk at 
i present. The reporter instructed the Clerk to 
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oastanatilies _ =e ’ 

change the word ‘* subjugation” to * ewhin. 

The last words are, “| hope you will never. 

jugate the South.”” Where it firs: ovctite - 

changed by the reporter’s authority to * oa 
tion.”’ vucyee- 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was not that done 

vote? 

The SPEAKER. It was done before (ids eon 

Mr. HOLMAN. The languase was pees 
the Clerk’s desk, and the word ‘teed Want, 
jugation;”’ and if a change was made jt wes oad 
after that reading. After it was read the ae 
man from Maryland [Mr. Harris] said “ thar ic 
right.’? Other members remember the 
jast as I do. 

Mr. HARRINGTON. AslI understand. + 
vote was on the word “subjugation,” So | 
derstood the resolution at the time. If th. bitte 
to be a change, I desire to give another vous . 
| The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair is informed ther 

the resolution which was passed had the word 
‘** subjugation ;”’ that is, the resolution of « ' 
The resolution of expulsion was the on that was 
corrected by the authority of the reporters. |» mr 
gard to the resolution which was adopted . 
vote of 93 to 18, the word ** subjugation” was ¥ 
the original. The resolution which failed ¢ 

tained the words as taken from the reporters 
They afterwards authorized the Clerk to chan, 

**subjugation’’ to** subjection.”” One of theo 

tleman’s colleagues was notified of that ¢ 

before the vote. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. When the yoro 
was taken on the resolution of expulsion it read 
s subjection,” l-understand the Chair to say 

The SPEAKER. Onthe expulsion resolution 
| the word was ‘*subjection.”? It had been read 

previously ** subjugation,” but it was corrected 
by the reporter. In the resolution of censure 
there was no change. 

Mr. STEELE, of Ntw York. All of us voted 
on the question of expulsion, with the under- 
standing that the word was * subjugation,” and 

| not ‘ subjection.”’ ' 

The SPEAK ER. When the resolution came 

to the hands of the Clerk it read as it is in the 
| Journal. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I submitto the Chairthat 
the Clerk is not authorized to alter the statement 
taken down at the time in writing, and when the 


mo * 


ion 


after the 


& 


f | 
lane > 


he 


Stirs 


voy 
y 


shange 


| : 
| gentleman sought to be expelled assented to the 


| language as it was read. It cannot be changed 
on the authority of anybody. The language 
must stand as it was written down. 

Mr. HOLMAN. | suppose a motion is neces- 
sary to correct the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks the attention 
|of the gentleman from Hlinois, (Mr. Wasu- 
BurRNE.}] The Journal clerk is under the impres- 
sion that when the resolution was offered the word 
was *‘ subjugation,’ and that when it was voted 
on the word was changed to * subjection” by 
the authority of the reporter. The Speaker was 
| not m the chair at the time. 

Mr-W ASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I know noth- 

/ing further than that the gentleman from Mary- 
land (Mr. Harrts] used the word ‘ subjection;” 
and | made the point in open House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order was made 
on the particular language used by the genteman 
from Maryland, {Mr. Harris,} and the Speaker 

| decided'the point of order to be well taken, and 
thereupon the gentleman uttering the words took 
hisseat. I move to strike out the word “sub- 
jection”? and to substitute for it * subjugation, 
as the resolution stood originally. 

The SPEAKER: The Chairs inclined to sus- 
tain the point of order, the reporter having ! iken 
down the word ‘* subjugation,’ and that having 

| been aceepted by the gentleman from Mary!a' d. 
|The Journal will be corrected accordingly. 
| Mr. BROWN; of Wisconsin. I rise to a cor 
rection Of the Journal in regard to the reques' I 
made on Saturday to be excused from voting. 
| The language 1 wsed was that I wished to be ex- 
cused, because, with a view to secure a full sup- 
port to the vote of censure, I asked the gente 
man who moved it to amend it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask that the 
Journal be fead, so that we may see what the 
gentleman desires to have corrected. 

The Journal, which was read, simply stated that 
Mr. Brown asked to be excused from voting. 

The SPEAKBR. “The Chair will state that 
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reason for asking to be excused from 
y other debate 1s ever entered upon 


. ran 

s 7 r ! ? . 

a | POWN, of Wisconsin. That is a part 
Me i =e 


en. now move to correct the Jour- 
iding to what is entered there the fol- 


; =. con that with the view of securing a full sup- 
~, pee mu he had asked the gentleman who in 
‘to modify it by striking outa certain word soas 
it purely a vote of censure. 
rie SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
; ich instance known in his experience, 
of tuose near him, in the Journals of 
cress: but the Chair has no doubt of the right 
’ otteman tomake the motion, the same as 
i} have.to move to have his whole speech 
od inthedournal, if he can obtain a vote for it. 
ri ; woe stion was put on the motion to amend, 
ait was decided mM the negative. 
Mr, HARRINGTON. l ask unanimous con- 
ty make a Statement of my vote upon the res- 
on of censure of Saturday, as it was reduced 
to writing and voted on. 
~ Mr. WILSON. I object. 
Mr. HARRINGTON. IT should have voted 
yr reptiy if the language had been so changed. | 
od for the resolution basedon the language as 
rood before correction this moruimg, 
Mr. BALDWIN, of Michigan. I notice that 


my name ts not recorded on the vote of censure. | 


W 


ted in the affirmative. I ask to have the record 


ded accordingly. 
[he correction was made accordingly. 
Mr. HOOPER. My name, I find, is not re- 
ded on the same vote. I voted in the affirm- 
! , al d ask that the correction be made. 
The correction was made accordingly. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
fore the House a letter from the Seeretary of 
War, transmitung, in compliance with a resolu- 


»n of the House, copies of the répori of Major | 


General U. S. Grant of the battle of Chattanooga, 
jallthe reports of sub-commanders which have 
ceived; Which was laid on the table, and 
dto be printed, 

The SPEAKER proceeded, as the regular or- 
derof business, to call the committees for reports 
) be referredand notto be brought back by mo- 

tions to reconsider, 


DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr, STEVENS, from the Committee of Ways 
nd fans, reported back an act (H. R. No. 40) 
aking appropriations for the consular and dip- 
matic expenditures of the Government for the 
yearending 30th June, 1865; which was referred 
tothe Committee ofthe W hole House, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMASA HOLDEN. 


On motion of Mr, PRICE, the Committee on 
Miltary Affairs was discharged from the further 

nsideration of the petition of Amasa Holden, a 
revoluuonary soldier asking for a pension; and 
*same was referred to the Committee on Inva- 


jp 
Jd rensions, 


MRS. SHIRCLIFF. 


Mr. WHALEY, from the Committee on Inva- 
1 Pr nsions, reported a bill for the relief of Mary 
" ‘lull; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Honge, and ordered to be printed, 


» 


EMILY A. LYON. 
Mr. WHALEY, from the‘Committee on Inva- 
; fusions, reported a bill for the relief of Emily 
A. Lyon; which was read a firstand second time, 


; 1 to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed, 


eri 


WILLIAM BURNS. 
Mr. WHALEY, from the Cormmittee on Inva- 
ee reported a bill for the relief of Wil- 
“burns; which was read a first and second 


nel referred to ‘the Committee of the Whole 
“Ouse, and ordered to bé printed. 


' EDWARD WILLIAMS. 
y Wty ~ . 
Mr. W HALEY, from the Committee on In- 


Edw ,dstons, reported. « bill for the: relief of 
a ey W Wlams; which was read a first and sec- 
ime, referred to the Committee of the Whole 


louse, and ordered 4o be printed. 
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| PETER NAVARRE. 
Mr. WHALEY, from the Committee on In- 
| valid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Peter Navarre: which was read a first and second 
| time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
| House, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY SCALES ACEARDI. 


Mr. WHALEY, from the Committee on In- | 


valid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
| Mary Scales Aceardi; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the 


Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 
| CALL OF STATES. 


The call ofcommittees having been concluded, 
| the Speaker proceeded, as the business next in 
order, to call the States for resolutions and bills 


for reference, commencing with the State of Maine. 


| NATIONAL CURRENCY, 

Mr. HOOPER iytroduced a bill to provide a 
national currency, secured by a pledge of United 
States bonds, and to provide for the circulation 

} and redemption thereof; which was read a first 
and second time, and ordered to be printed, and 
its consideration postponed until Saturday next, 
after the morning hour. 


MERCANTILE MARINE, 


Mr. ELIOT introduced a resolution, which was | 
read, considered, and agreed to, instructing the | 


Committee on Commerce to inquire what legisla- 
tion, if any,is expedientto secure for the merean- 
tile marine service of the United States educated 


and competent officers and seamen; with leave to 


report by bill or othe rwise, 


NAVY-YARD ON THE DELAWARE. 


questing the Committee on Naval Affairs to report 
a bill for the locating and building a navy-yard and 
naval depot on the Delaware river in Pennsy\l- 
vania, 

| Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Is it in order 
to move a reference of the resolution? 


The SPEAKER. Itis. 


erence to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. WILSON. [rise to debate the resolution. 


rule. 
DEATH OF JOUN C. RIVES. 
Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, we have all 


|| heard, I suppose, of the death of a very amiable | 


| officer of this House. Although I never move or 

vote for an adjournment of the House to attend 
|| any funeral unless the deceased is connected with 
the House, yet, Mr. Rives being an officer of this 
body, I deem it proper to move that when the 
House adjourns to-morrow it adjourn to meet on 
Thursday next, so as to give the members and 
|| employés of the House an opportunity to attend 
the funeral of John C. Rives. 

The SPEAKER. The motion can only be 
made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. STEVENS. Then I hope there will be 
no objection. 

Memsers on both sides of the House. No ob- 
}| jection. Agreed. 


The SPEA KER, The Chair hears no objec- 


tion, and by unanimous consent it is ordered that | 


when the House adjourns to-morrow it adjourn 
to meet on Thursday at twelve o’clock, m. 


BOARD OF NAVAL ADMINISTRATION, 


establish a board of navaladministration; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES, 


ing the Committee on Rules to inquire into the 
axxpediency of amending the 3lst rule of this 
{ouse by. adopting therefor the following; and to 
report at as early aday as practicable, by rule or 

), Otherwises 
\} And ifany member, present within the bar of the House 
when a vote by yeas and nays is taken, shall negtect or re- 
fuse to answer to his name when called, he not having 
been previously exensed by the House, and that fact shall 
be Brought to the notuce of the Speaker by any member im- 
i} mediately after the reading of the vote by the Clerk, the 
Speaker shall then direct the name of the member not vot 
i ing to be calledagain by the Clerk, and if said member still 
it declines so answer, the Speaker shall thereupon submit to 


Mr. BROOMALL introduced a resolution re- | 


|} -—Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I move its ref- | 


| 
| | 
| The SPEAKER. Thenit gocs over, under the 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, introduced a bill to | 


Mr. SCHENCK offered a resolution instruct- | 
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the House for its consideration and action as a question of. 
privilege what order shall b 


tuken in the ease of such re- 
ctsaut member; and no ot 


er motion or business shail be 
entertained ull the casw is disposed of, 


Mr. J.C, ALLEN, 


lution. 


The SPEAKER, Then it goes over, under the 
rule. 


1 rise to debate the reso- 


AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 
. em N . ° 

Mr, ¢ RAVENS offered the following resolu- 
tions, and moved the previous question on their 
adopuon: 

Resolved, That in the present condition of the country, 
when the passions of the people are inflamed and their 
prejudices are excited, it is unwise and dangerous to at 
tempt to alter or amend the Constitution of the United 
States ; that ample power is contaiued within its limits as 
it now exists to protect the national life, and the exercise 
of power not* warranted by its provisions would be to enter 
the field of revolution, and dangerous to the Hberties ot 
the people, tending to the establishment of military de spot- 
ism and the final overthrow of tree government in America. 


Resolved, That any attempt by Congress to reduce States 


to the condition of Territories is as odious and as revolu- 


tlonary in its character and tendency as secession itself, 
Resolved, That itis the duty of the Government to listen 
to and cousider any proposition for reconciliation that may 


be offered by the insurgents which does net involve the 
question of separation. 


Resolred, That the thanks of the nation are due, and are 
hereby tendered, to the officers, soldiers, and seamen who 
}; have so gallantly borne our flag in this bour of perilto our 


}} country. 
The previous question was not seconded. 
Mr. WILSON. I rise to debate the resolu- 
tions, 
The SPEAKER. Then the resolutions go over, 
under the rule, 


PUBLIC LANDS IN IOWA, 


Mr. MORRISON offered a resolution calling 
upon the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to furnish to 
the Hlouse at as early a day as possible informa- 
tion showing, first, the amount received into the 
‘Treasury of the United States from the two per 
cent. fund, arising from the net proceeds of the 
sales of public lands made in the State of Ulinois 
since January 1, 1819, ana reserved in her ena- 
bling act for road purposes; giving the dates from 
time to time when so received, and the respective 
amountof each payment opposite such dates; sec- 
oudly, whether anything ts charged in the ‘T'reas- 
ury Department against any fund, orany offsets 
exist against itthere, and if so, when and how did 
such charges occur or were such offsets made, and 
| upon w hat basis, stating particularly the amounts 
and dates of said charges, or offsets, and the re- 
spective times, mode, or manner in which such 
two per cent. fund was expended, and where, af 
at all,and the evidence of such expenditure, and 
the authority therefor. 

The SPEAKER. This being a resolution call- 
ing for information from one of the Executive De- 
partments, requires unanimous consent, Is there 
objection? 

Mr. ASHLEY. I object. 

TheSPEAKER., Then the resolution lies over, 
under the rule. 
| BREVET RANK. 


Mr. FARNSWORTTI offered a resolution in- 
|| structing the Clerk of the House to communicate 
to the President of the United States the copy of 
}} a resolution passed by this House on the 29th of 
January last, requesting him, if not incompatible 
with the public service, to give certain informa- 
tion as to the conferring of brevet rank on officers 
| of volunteers, and respectfully to call the atten- 
tion of the President to the fact that no answer 
|| has yet been made to the resolution; and-moved 
the previous question on its adoption. 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the resolution was agreed to. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. DRIGGS offered a resolution stating that 
Saturday last had been set apart for consideration 
of reports from the Committee on Public Lands 
\| and had been consumed by other business, and 
resolving that Saturday next be set apart after the 
morning hour for the consideration of bills from 
the Committee on Pablie Lands. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. That re- 


|| quires unanimous. consent 
The SPEAKER. Yes; or a two-thirds vote 
i after the morning hour has expired. 


| Mr. DRIGGS. I will alter the resolution by 
\| fixing Thursday, instead of Saturday. 


‘ 
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‘There being no objection, Thursday next was 


fixed for that purpose. 


WIDOW OF ALFRED M. LYON. 


Mr. KASSON mtroduced a resolution, which 


was reqd, considered, and agreed to, instructing 
the Committee on bnvalid Pensions to inquire 
whether a pension ought not to be allowed to the 


widow of Altred M. Lyon, of Des Moines, lowa, 
late a sutler in the Army of the United Sites, 
who joined bis regiment as a soldier in the cam- 
paign ag unst Vicksburg, in the spring of 1863, 
and was killed when fighting with the regimentat 
Black river; with leave to report by bill or other- 
wise, 
COURTS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill eoncerning 
the courts and judicial districts of the Territory 
of Was hingten; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on the 
J di ary. 

INTER-STATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill to regu- 
vte commerce among the several States; which 


“ read a first and second time, and referved to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

NORTILERN INDIAN SUPERINTENDENCY. 
Mr. HUBBARD, of bowa, mtroduced a bill to 
olish the Northern Lodian superintendency; 

which was read a first and second time, and re- 


ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


NAVAL DEPOT ON THE LAKES. 
Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin, introduced a res- 


olution nathorizing the President (the Senate con 
carrmag) to appoint a commission of three com- 


netent officers of the topegraplhical corps to ex- 


amine the different harbors on Lake Champlain, | 


with a view to select a proper site for a naval 
depot, and toreportat theeartiest time; and moved 
the previons question on rts adoption. 

Mr. ARNOLD. 1 ask the gentleman to in- 
chade the other lakes in that resolution. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. Ihave no ob- 
jection to that. 


Mr.GRINNELL.  Lasktheeentleman to in- 
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lowing resolution; which was read, considered, 


and agreed to: 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on the Post Office: and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency ot 
authorizing a mail route from San Buena Ventura, in Cali 
fornia, via Revenna City and Big Meadows on the Mobure 
river to the sink of the Mobare river; and thence to Fort 
Mobare on the Colorado river; and thence to Fort Whip- 
pleand Santa Fé, New Mexico. 

NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. PEREA presented memorials of the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico in reference to territorial 
matters; which were referred to the appropriate 


committees, and ordered to be printed. 


| amendatory of the organicact of Washington Ter- | 
ritory; which was read a first and second time, | 


WASHINGTON TERRITORY, 


Mr. COLE, of Washington, introduced a bill | 


and referred to the Committee on Territories. 
DEBTS OF THE STATES. 
The SPEAKER stated the hext business to be 
resolutions calling for information lying over 


| under the rule. 


clude the Misetssrpyn river. I think itis perfectly | 


proper that mt showld be included. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. That isa dif- 
furent objeet enurely. T will support any reso- 
lution which the gentleman from lowa may offtr 
for that purpose. . 
tion. 

Mr. SCHENCK. There is no topographical 
it has been merged into the engineer corps 
of the Army. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I muke it the 
engimecr corps of the Army. 

Mr. SCHENCK. If it were open to debated 
would say that there ought to bea naval officer 
ow the board; but it is not open to debate, and | 
do not y this {Lauechter 
Mr. WASHIBURNE, of Miinois. If the gen- 
nian is going lo have Lhiscommission appointed 
i ask him to embrace Cairo, Illinois. 


1 demand the previous ques- 





i} 
i] 


Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I cannot do so, 


ecause it is on a different subject. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of L[llinois. A naval | 


depot is in contemplation. at Cairo, Iinois. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I demand the 
pr vious question. 

Che House divided on seconding the demand 
{ 
50, noes 30 p 

Lie SPEAKER (no quorum having voted ) or- 
dered. tellers; aud appointed Messrs. Brown of 
Wisconsin and Wasuspurne of I[llingis. 


the preylous question; and there were—ayes | 


Lhe previous question was st conded, the tellers | 


having re ) rted — Ayes Seventy-one, noes not 
comated, 
‘The main question was then ordered, 


The resolavion, was. referred to the Committee | 


on Naval Affairs, 
PAYMASTER GENERAL. 


Mr. MecINDOE introduced a bill regulating the 
appoinunent of the Paymaster General; winch 
was read a first and sccond time, and referred to 
the Coumnittee on Military Affairs. 


CALIFORNIA POST ROUTES. 
Mr. COLE, of California, submitted the fol- 


The first was a resolution submitted January 
7th last by Mr. Biase, directing the Secretary 
of the ‘Treasury to report the amount of debt in- 
curred in the several States in their efforts in sup- 
wressing the rebellion. 

Mr. BLAINE. lLunderstand the object of my 
resolution is accomplished by a bill before the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and | ask it to 
lic over. 

It was ordered accordingly. 

PAYMENT IN COIN. 

The next was a fesolution submitted January 
7th last by Mr. Scorrecp, requesting the Secretary 
of the Treasury to inform this House whether, 
under existing legislation, the seven-thirty Treas- 


| ury notes will be paid in coin. 
Mr. FENTON moved that the resolution be re- | 


ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The motion Was agreed to. 

EVACUATION OF CUMBERLAND GAP. 

The next was a resolution submitted on Jan- 
uary 18th last by Mr. Cox, directing the Secre- 
tary of Warto communicate to this Houseeopies 
of acommunication from Brigadier General @. 


W. Morgan to Adjutant General Thomas, dated 


| Mount Vernon, Ohio, June 6, 1863, the same 
| being in reply to that portion of the official report 
| of Major General Halleck relative to the evacu- 
| ation of Cumberland Gap. 


The resolution was laid over. 

The SPEAKER stated the next business in 
order to be resolutions where debate has arisen 
and which were laid over under the rule. 


DICTIONARY OF CONGRESS. 


The first was a resolution submitted December | 
14th last by Mr. Deine, to print the regular num- || 


ber of copies of a work prepared by tile librarian, 
entitled A Dictionary of the United States Con- 
gress, for the use of the members of the House. 
Mr, DEMING withdvew the resolution. 
OBJECTS OF THE WAR. 
The next was a resolution submitted by Mr. 


Finck on December 14th last, declaring that the | 


present war shall be waged without feeling of mere 
resentment, oppression, or subjugation, but to de- 
fend and muintain.the supremacy of the Constitu- 
ion, 

Mr. FENCK. I have said all T desired to in 


reference to that resoluuon on January 28th last. || 


Mr.COX. I demand the previous question on 
the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. ASHLEY movedtolay the resolution upon 
the table. 

Mr.COX. Task my colleneue to withdraw the 
motion to lay upon the table. This.is the Crit- 
tenden resoluuen, whieh his been adopted by the 
Liouse once atready. 

Mr. ASEILEY. L withdraw my motion. 

Mr. WILSON renewed it. 

Mr. COX demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question was taken; and it was decided in 


| the affirmative—yens 81, nays 64; as follows: 


ul 


YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, 
Ashley, Jubn D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blainc, Bout- 
well, Beayd, Broomall, William G. Brown, Ambrose W. 
Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Henry . Winter 
Daxis, Thomas T. Davis, Deming, Driggs, Dumont, Eck- 
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ley, Eliot, Farnsworth, Frank. Garp 





Higby, Hooper, Hotehkiss, Asahei W. Uo 

Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson. Kell rs ni 
Kellogg, Orlando. Kellogg, Loan, Mervin it.) \ 
Clurg, Samael P. Miller, Morrill, Danie) MI a 


Myers, Leonard Myers, Norton, Charlo. OON oa 
Patterson, Pike, Pomeroy, Price Wiltiam ff a 
Alexander H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins. enn 


field, Shannon, Sloan, Smith, Smithers Spa “ 77 - 
j| Stevens, Thayer, Thomas, Upson, Van Vatkenhi 
|| ha B. Washburne, Willian B. Washburn. yw he 
liame, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, and Wooaby. ‘ 

NAYS—Messrs. James ©. Allen, Wij hi J A 
cona, Augustus ©, Baldwin, Franeis Pp Blair ; Bliss. j \ 
S. Brown, Chanter, Clay, Cotfroth, Cox. ¢ - 
son, Denison, Eden, Eldridge, Enelish. | : aw 
Grider, Hale, Harding, Harrington, Benjayiy Gy. 
Herrick, Holman, Philip Jonson, Willian Jotun, ; 
nan, King, Knapp, Law, Lazear, Loug, Marcy, 4 hoe 
McDowell, McKinney, Middicton, James R cae 
son, Nelson, Odel!, Pendleton, Perry, Pruym Sq ; = 
dall, Robinson, Rogers, James 3S. Rollins. Pose aun. 

B. Steele, WilliainG. Steele, Strouse, Stuart. Swe) 
hees, Webster, Wheeler, Chilton A, Whi, Sion eo 
White, Winfield, and Fernando Wood—64, rm 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, stated tha: M 
BranvDeGee, of Connecticut, who was on his ec 
back from Connecticut to Washineto Pye 7 
called back by infornvation of the death of a near 

! nea 


relative. 
Mr. GRIN NELL stated that Mr. Yeamay was 
confined to his room by indisposition, | 


Mr. BLALNE stated that Mr. Rice, of M 


ne 

on the vote to-day, as well. as on the im, a 
nN * ‘ 

votes of Saturday, was paired off with Mr. Rap- 


FORD. 

Mr. WINDOM stated that Mr. Donwexry y 
detained from the Elouse by sickness. 

|| Mr. THAYER stated that Mr. Sriies was 
paired off with Mr. Mooruean. 

Mr. HOLMAN stated that Mr. Encerrs 
confined to his room by sickness, 

Mr. McKINNEY stated that Mr. No; 
detained from his seat by sickness. 

The result was then announced as aboy 
corded. 

Mr: WILSON moved to reconsider th y 
last takem; and also moved to lay the moti 
reconsider on the table : 

The latter motion was arreed to. 


is 


LE Wa 


MESSAGE FROM TILE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Fonyey, 
their Secretary, notified the House that the Sen- 
ate, in the absence of the Vice President, had 
chosen Hon. Sotomon Fooras President protem- 
pore of the Senate. 
|| ‘Phe SPEAKER announced that the mogying 
|| hour had expired. all 
TAX BILL. 
|| Mr. MORRILL. I ask the unanimous con- 


!| sent of the House to-have the tax bill, now befor 
| the Committee of Ways and Means, printed for 
the use of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
It is along and very important bill, and a mot 
careful examination can be given itand with much 
| greater facility in print than in manuscript. | 
| hope there will be no objection. ; 

Mr. PRUYN. Is that merely for the use of 
| the committee? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes. 

Mr. PRUYN. I move to amend the motion 
by adding that the usual number be printed for 
| the aseof the House. There are many members 
| here who desire to see it r 

Mr.. MORRILL. I hope the gentleman wil 
not insist upon that. It is quite unusual. Thi 
| bill is simply yet before the committee, not per 

fected, and not ready to be reported. 
| Mr.GANSON, Will this motion to print it 
|| volve any additional delay ? . 
| Mr. MORRILL. Noneat all, It will rather 
{ 
' 


| facilitate the bill. 
|| Mr. PRUYN. I will not insist upon my 


| amendment. 


| The motion to print for the use of the comm! 
| 
\} 
i 


tee was agreed to. 
LEAVE TO VOTE. 

Mr. SMITH. I ask unanimous consent 1 
record my vote upon the resolutions of Saturday 
in reference to the gentleman from Mary!an¢. 

No objection being made, Mr, Sari. reco! led 
his vote in the affirmative on both resolutions 


Mr. NORTON. I was confined to my room 


fon Saturday by severe sickness, and I ask 
consent of the Housé t record my vote upon te 
several resolutions of Suturday. 








it Mr, 


8 way 


been 


L near 


N was 


.¥ was 
S Was 


IN Was 


motion 
ted for 
embers 


ian will 
|. The 


not pe 
yrint in- 
ll rather 
yon my 


commit 


nsent to 
saturday 
land. 

recor led 
tons. 

ny ! yom 
ask the 


apon the 


\ ction being made, leave was grant d 
riV, and Mr. NorTON recorded his vote 
: m itive aon the several re solutions. 
VOORHEES. | was called out of the 
Saturday on the last vote by gyekness. 
leave to record my vote. 


cay 


Leave was granted accordingly, and Mr. Voor- 


corded his vote in the negative on the 
solution of censure, : 
\ir. HUBBARD, of Connecticut. 


WEES 


wm further service upon the Committee 


xoused Ie ; : 
Patents. My impaire d heakth makes it de- | 
: Lshould abstain from the labors of |) 
prpittee. 
No objection being made, Mr: Hupparp was 


ler 
excused act ordingly. 


Mr. SLOAN. Lask unanimous consent to re- 


my vole upon the two resolutions of Satur- | 


joy iy reference tothe gentleman from Maryland. 
~ Vy, ANCONA. [object in reference to the 
firs reso\ulion. s 
; Mr. SLOAN. Then I ask leave to record it 


ve second resolution. 


\» objection was made, and Mr. Sioan re- | 


} js vote in the affirmative on the vote of 


corded 
cengur 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE, I ask the permission 
¢ the House to record my vote on the resolution 
ensure of Saturday. I went out of the Hall 
a matter of indispensable importance, and 
not return in time to record my vote, 


Mr. ROBINSON. Lobject to any further votes | 


mae 
iu 


ein d. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE. I willsay thatI would 

have voted for the resolution of censure. 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri, stated that had he 
;present en Saturday he would have voted 
hey ution of censure. 

Mr.O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, stated that had 

he been permitted to vote, he would have voted 


ifirmative upon both the resolutions vf | 


Saturday 
Mr. STUART. I desire to say, in consequence 
fwhatthe genteman from Pennsylvania has said, 
t if t had voted at all, ] would have veted in 
e affirmative on the resolution of censure. 
NORTHERN PACIFIC RATLROAD. 
The SPEAKER stated that the business next 
to the Pacific Railroad Company to aid 
construction of a railroad and telegraph 
to the Pacific coast by the northern road. 
Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, with the spe- 
ciaborder before the House to-day there will be 


)fime to make any progress with this bill; nor | 


am | sufficiently well to attend to it. I desire to 
have itgo over until to-morrow; or if that be ob- 
ted to, | will move to postpone it till this day 
week. 
Mr. WILSON. I do not desire to object, but 
| would state to the gentleman that I would pre- 


{ 


fer to have it postponed till next Monday. 


\ tafe wgtint > : at 
Mr. STEVENS. Very well; it makes no dif- | 


ference. 1 therefore move that it be postponed 
ext Monday. 

Mr. ARNOLD. L have no objection to the 
Y eee nt, but I object to its being made a 
clat order, 

Mr. STEVENS. It is a special order now. 

onot ask it to be put in a different position to 

at which it now occupies. 

lie question was put on the postponement of 

‘bill ull Monday next; and it was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. 

J ofall the business pertaining to Monday. 

PROPOSED EXPULSION OF A MEMBER, 


Yelleve that the question which was pending on 
hy (Mr. Corrax] on Saturday was postponed 

two o'clock to-day. As there seems to be 
ling now before the House | move that by 
‘Hunous consent the question be now taken up. 
Vere being no objection, (Mr. Rotuims, of 


‘ew Hampshire, taking the chair as Speaker pro 


I ask to be 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of IMinois. Mr. Speaker, | 


| have taken time to deliberate upon the subject | 
, and have made himself better acquainted with the | 


| with whom we are at war. 


f 


ableand disposed to regard each side of the prop- 
osition in the light of its merits and attendant cir- 
cumstances, and to dispose of itin the-cool bloed of 
unexcited passion. 

[ canpot but think that the worthy Speaker of 


this House, instead of hastily introducing thisres- || 


olution in amoment of excited sentiment, should 


facts upon which his accusation is founded. 

aa ° as 

lhe first clause of the preamble of the resolu- 
tion of expulsion alleges that— 

On the 8th day of April, 1864, when the House of Rep 
resentatives was in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, ALExaNDER Lona, a Representative in Con- 
gress from thé second district of Ohio, declared himself in 
favor of recognizing the independence and nationality of 


| the so-called confederacy, now in arms against the Union. 


And after two other clauses of allegation comes 
this resolution: 
Resolved, That the said AtexanpeR Lone, a Repre 
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tron considerably further taan Democrats are willing to ao. 
That a natien of people ar a provinee under We Oppression 
OL a Wicked Government may, in the opinion of dhe world 
and before God, be justified In resorting to revolucion for 
the purpose of achieving ind: pendence and liberty, I be 
lieve. But that forcible revolution is the unconditional 
right of a portion of the people of a nation or the dk pend 
ency of a nation, to be exercised at their mere pleasure, I 
do not believe. ‘The justification of the American R 


evolu. 
tion which resulted in our national independence was wot 
} pat upon any such ground. Secession | beliewe to be no 


more nor less than revolution. In the American sense of 
the term, itis the exercise of what is claimed to be the re 

served rights of a State in the Federal Union to withdrmw 
itself from the Contederacy whenever the people of such 


| State may eleet to do sv, withor without avy other reason 


than their desire for complete independence. 1 do not ad 
mit the existence of any such right, nor Assent to its as 
sumption. TF regard the General Governmentof the Uuited 


} States in its sphere as a unit,as verily such as the govern 


sentative from the second district of Ohio, having on the 8th | 


of April, 1864, declared hiimselt in favor of recognizing the 
independence and nationality of the so-called confederacy 


tenance, and encouragement to persons engaged in armed 


| hostility to the United States, is hereby expelled. 


‘The words of the genldeman from Ohio princi- 


| pally relied upon to sustain the charging part of | 


the resolution are the following: 
**I now believe that there are but twe alternatives, and 


they are either an acknowledginent of the independence of || 


the South as an independent nation, or their complete sub- | 


jugation and extermination as & people, and of these alterna- 


| tives I preter the former.”’ 


These words are said to be treasonable, show- 


ing a state of mind prejudiced against the cause | 


of our Government and partial to the enemy 
Lf such be the import 
of the words, their utterance cannot be tolerated; 
but it seems to me, upon a fair consideration of 


| the words and their connections, and of the whole 


| States. 


the substance of the thought which my colleague 
expressed. I do not understand my colleague to 


have expressed here a desire for the success of | 


the confederate cause over the arms of the United 
Ll did not understand him to have ex- 


| pressed any want of sympathy with the cause of 


was the bill (HL. R. No. 5) granting pub- | 


| the Union. 


But | understood him to have ex- 
pressed simply an opinioy of his, an opinion 


formed from his own reflection, formed, perhaps, | 


from the interpretation which he has placed on 


| the history of the times and on the events which 


since the instituuon of this war have transpired, 
and to have come to the conclusion that the ex- 
penses and disasters attendant upon the war to 


| subjugate the confederate power area greater evil 


than the acknowledgment of the independence of 
the confederate States. | do not understand him 
to rejoice in such a result or such a state of things; 


| but | understand him to express as his judgment 
| under all the circumstances that the lesser evil of 


recognizing theso-called confederate States might 
be judiciously adopted by the Government. 
it is searcely necessary for me, Mr. Speaker, 


| to say that | do not assent to the opimion thus 


| promulgated by my colleague. 
| judgment may be formed, it does not agree with 


The Calendar is now ex- | 


Hiowever his 


mine. It does not, as | understand the faets, agree 
with the sentimentof those | represent upon this 


| floor; and it does not concur with the sentiment 
| of his other colleagues belonging to the same party 
|} in our State. 


I have always put myself upon the 
record, sir, when | have had the opportunity of 
briefly presenting my views in this House on na- 


| tional affairs—l say | have always put myself 


resolution offered by the gentleman from Ip- | 


lemap re,) the House proceeded to the considera- | 


" of the resolution offered by Mr. Cotrax on 
“urday last to expel the gentleman from Ohio, 
iMr. Lone. 

Mr. BLISS. 


Ye oe . . 
“te Quiet and sober meditations of the Sabbath 


Mr. Speaker, I trust that after | 


Which has intervened since the last discussion of | 


the queat : 
 quesuon now before the [louse, we shall be 


upon the record to the contrary of the sentiment 
which is complained of in my colleague’s re- 
marks. A few days ago | had occasion to declare 
my views in reference to the question which is 
now under consideration, and with reference to 
the great considerations which have preduced this 
vast, unusual, and almost unexplainable excite- 
ment in this House. 1 had occasion to refer toa 
doctrine advance:| by a distinguished individual, 
once a Represeniative upon this floor, and now 
President of the United States. I took occasion 
respectfully to ditfer with the sentiment advanced 
by him, and J declared to the House what I be- 
lieved in reference to the rights and liabilities of 
those States and citizens who, in violation of the 
unity of the Confederacy, have seceded and re- 
volted from the Union. in those remarks | used 
this language: 
“This view of the President carries the doctrine of revolu 


ment of a State, and that all the people of the Suite owe it 
allegiance Which it is not at their option to revoke.’ 
That, Mr. Speaker, I declare to be the com- 
mon sentiment of the party to which I belong. If 
there are exceptions to-day they are few and un- 


|| influential in molding the principles or organiza- 
} now ju arms against the Union, and thereby given aid, coun- | 


uon of my party. But 1 do not know, on any 
other question than that involving the vital prin- 
ciple and the law of the Republic, by what right 
1 can claim to insist that other men’s views 
shall conform precisely and specifically to mine. 
| God has given to me no warrant to assume an 
infallibility of judgment and to make my own 
opinion the standard for other men. If I believed 
that my colleague had come into this House with 





a disposition, or in it had manifested a disposi- 
tion, to espouse and maintain the cause of our 
public enemies, and to remit his good faith and 
his allegiance to the Government, | would regard 
himas unworthy-of his seat. If he has erred in 


| judgment | am disposed to look upon him with 


| charity. 


|| speech, that the mover of this resolution was || 
|; much mistaken inthe estimate which he putupon 


| let it go. 


To make that a ground of expulsion 
would empty all the seats in this House. What 
is it that gives the right to fallible and misjudging 
man to exactuniformity of opinion from his fel- 
low-beings when the sources of opinion are so 
various and adverse? 

Now, it is pertinent to the justification of my 
colleague from the Cineinnati district |Mr. Lone | 
to say that he utters no novel opinion here when 
he signifies that in his judgment peace ts the bet- 
| ter policy. I say that it is nota newidea, Itis 
not so new to the Republican party. We have 
had the same sentiments from men who occupied 
position as statesmen, and were affiliated with 
that party. They have said that if Uie southern 
confederacy could maintain its independence for 
a year or two, then it would be wise and just to 
Who can tell where such seed sown 

upon the human understanding may have taken 
root and generated the sentiments of to-day? 

I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, that this House, 
in a moment of passion, ina paroxysm of anger, 
should expel a member, or should put a tarnish 
upon the character of a mem\er because he en- 
tertains and expresses an opinion in the freedom 
of debate, as it has ever been pvacticed in the 
Hall of this House without dissent, not com- 

| porting with the sense of a majority of those who 

| listened to him. ‘The speech of my colleague 

contains nothing significant of any purpose on 

| his part to advance an opinion here to aid the 

| cause of the adversary, or to smother any one’s 
sympathy for the success of his country. He 
was sent here by his constituents and to express 
their opinions so far as their sentiments, in the 
nature of instructions, may be known to him, bat 
beyond that he has occasion for the exercise of 
his intelligence and ms own judgment, and ac- 
cording to them he must speak and think and act 
asa Representative inthis klouse, where contend- 
ing and adverse opinions may be expected to be 
made manifest on all important questions, even 
on the war. 

If he therefore be guilty only of error, and not 
of intentional crime, why it 1s useless now to 
stand here and contend that his language was 
treasonable, and that it ought’to receive that con- 

| struction from his fellow-citizens. 

Suppose, Mr. Speaker, that this sentiment 
should become increased, and finally involve, by 
reasons of contingencies which perhaps we have 
not comprehended and cannot foresee, the opin- 
ions of a large portion of our community, and 
enough of us should come to that conclusion to 
give weight and force to that sentiment in the 
councils of the nation; would it be treason for a 


|} member of this House, or for an American citi- 
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zen anywhere else, to prepose that nerotiations 


dinlomotr should be 1 rted to tor th mrose 
f set rt) ntrove , | los i . 
ot nv iis “” I ray and Ciusing uis War, 
and restoring pear upon the ba sui Line wgen- 
Sota cameaniamieteee upon this flooron 
Saturday? Woul be deemed atraitor? No, 
} 
Bir, certainly not; ae it is only becauss there 13 


but lithe prevalence of a sentiment of that kind, 
which at the first thought gives it the appearance 
part of the 


of so much guilt rentleme 
excepuion to the giving of opihion 1D 


upon the 
who take 


debate. 

I wish, as a matter of privilege, during the few 
moments | may occupy upon thi floor, for I have 
no idea of consumivg the whole hour allotted to 
me, to explain the motives with which | have 
acted. and which have also been the inducement 


of friends who have acted with me, in what we 
have done ee the consideration of this sub- 
ject. 4b voted against the resolution of yesterday 
to censure the gentleman from Maryland, and | 
voted against hise xpulsion. l voted against it be- 
cause, although b entire ly disé approve dof the sub- 
stanceand also of the manner of the remarks which 
he made m debate, | believed with reference to him, 
asi do with reference to my colleague, that it was 
not within the jurisdiction of this ELouse, or within 
the propriety of its action, if it were technically 
within its jurisdiction, to expel a member of this 
Hiouse for the utterance of a sentiment,and sucha 
sentiment as he would be very likely, 
of his associations and habits, to entertain as a 
memberof this House. He is the representative 
otute, Hie 
I did not 
with the ant wonist 


on account 


declared himself to bea 
he was imbued 
sentiments which characterize 
some meniin reference to the institution of negro 
slavery. Idid not suppose that he found in 

that wickedness and infamy which its opposers 
here are in the habitof imputing toit. [twould be 
more natural to suppose otherwise. And when 
he came here to express his sentrments and 
opinions upon this flox yr. | did not ¢ x pect them 
to corre me with the sentiments of my colleague 
from the Cleveland distret, [Mr. Spatnoine.} In 
honest blood, but in a fearless and imcautious 
way, he fave expression to what he deemed to be 
just and true. Admit badly mis- 
taken about it as my colleague from the second 
district of Ohio—Cincinnati, I voted agatnst the 
resoluuion of censure of the from 


of a slave 


slavenolder. suppose 


him to be as 


gentleman 
Maryland, not because Ll approved of his senti- 
ments, but because I thought the resolution intro- 
duced by my colleague from south west Ohio, [Mr. 
Scuenck,] was in itself a violalion of the rul 
and a breach of the privileges of this House. 
if, as | understand the rules, objection b 
taken to words used by a member in debate, | 
may be censured. Such ts the language of th: 
rule, and it is competent for the House, having 
convicted him of, the fact of a breach of privilege 
in the use of improper language, language for- 
bidden by the rules in debate, to censure him. 
For what? For his act m violating the rules. 
But my colleague { Mr. Scuenck] introduced a 

resolution here declaring the gentieman from Ma- 
ryland (Mr. Harrts] to be ** an unworthy mem- 
ber of this House,’’ and the conclusion is that 
‘*he is severely censured.”? For what? Notfor 
violating the rules of the House; not for any spe- 
cific thing; but for being, characteristically, an 
unworthy member of the House. I believe that 
if the question of order had been raised, the reso- 
lution would not have been entertained. Itis not 
to be said it cannot be known how gentlemen on 
this side of the House would have voted if the 
request made by the gentleman from ene and 
concurred in by many other gentlemen, had | 
granted, and the 


€e 1) 
resolution had been so changed as 
to include ly a censure against the gentleman 
from Maryland for the violat ion of order with 
which he was charged. But it was a vote ex- 
acted on a wrong principle, unauthorized by the 
rules of legislation here; and no gentleman could 
vote rationally and consistently ou the proposi- 
tion without voting in the negauve. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, | promised to be brief in 
the remarks that | wished to make, and as I think 
I have expressed the substance of my thought on 
the subject before us, and have given the reason 
why I cannot give my vote for the passage of the 

resolution now pending, for no other otlense than 
the expression of an opinion which, as a citizen 
of what was and should be now a free Govern- 


simp 


righttou troduce and 
at his pleasure. H 

h under the pro- 
tection of the ruarantee of the Constutution, 


and to under ke to punish him for it ds to ruth 
less! y sail t fundametital principles of Amer- 


ment, my collearne bad ; 
commuttcate to his fellows 


exercised nis right of tree speec 


wan liberty. 
Mr. STEVENS. Mr 


time of the 


Speaker, I will oectpy 
House but asingle moment. The 
ite of my health does not permit me to make a 
speech, and I should not trouble the House now, 
iad I not learned from some editorial remarks that 
on Saturday last an effort was made by members 
of this House to connect the position which I as- 
sumed at the beginning of the session with tn 
position occupied by the member from Ohio, (Mi 
Lone.| I contended that the co ifederate State 
had de facto seceded from this Union; that in doi 
mmittedagreaternmme which should 
—— not drone 4 by the extreme rights : 
lowable } all cuses by the laws of war, but that 
they had « outlawed themselves from all protection 
under the Constitution and laws of the United 
States; that they had abrogated the laws and the 
Constitution of the Union so far as the ‘y were con- 
cerned, so that they could invoke the protection 
of ne ther to save them from the vengeance which 
should be inflicted by the Union; that in addition 
to the ordinary laws of belligerents, we ought to 
confiscate all their property so far as the leaders 
were concerned; that we ought to take from them 
their real and personal estate and treat them asa 
| foreign enemy subjugated by the arms of this na- 
tion; thatthey could claim norights different from 
those of acon quered foreign en my waging amost 
| unjustand cruel war against the Government; and 
that their rights were none other than were ac- 
corded by the laws of war in its extremest extent. 
1 contended/that they had de facto —as is undeni- 
i abl y true—committed the crime of secession; that 
they stood in that attitude, therefore outlaws and 
aliens from the protection of the Constitution and 
the laws of this Government, and that they could 
invoke the aid of neither for their protection; and 
then | went on to show the kind of punishment 
which I believed an alien enemy, composed of 
traiters, should receive; that they were a belli- 
gerent occupying the position of a foreign nation 
with regard to their sights underthe Coustitution, 
but worse than a foreign nation, because they 
were composed of traitors to their Government, 
1nd that thetr punishment should be pursued by 
fire aud sword to their utter subjugation. -Indeed, 
» much did Linsiston extreme punishment being 
.warded to them, thatea certain portion of this 
tiouse seemed to be struck with horror at the ex- 
tremity of the vengeance which I asked should be 
visited on them. And yet | am told that a posi- 
tion assumed In this Liouse, that having by their 
own crime become de facto a secession power—as 
undoubtedly they are—they shall be permitted to 
remain so Without punishment, and that this Gov- 
ernment shall extend to them the right hand of 


so the iN co 


he pu 


draw our armies and allow them to marmtain the 
attitude which, through their great crime, they 
had acquired, ts to be assimilated to the position 
which | had assumed. Gentlemen on ‘this floor 
have chosen to assimilate the two positions—the 


an inde pe ndent powe r, as inde pe ndent not only 
de facto but de jure, and entering into a treaty with 

| them as an independent nationality of right, and 
the position which | assumed. 

Mr. COX. With the permission of the gentle- 
man I desire to say a word. I suppose he must 
have referred to certain remarks which | made 
here upon Saturday, though | do not know that 
he does so 

Mr. STEVENS. 1 did not; for I have not been 
able to read the debates of this House. All that I 
learned was from some editorial remarks ina news- 
paper. | have notread the speech of auy member. 

Mr. COX. Allow me, the n, to correct the gen- 
tleman in ‘reference to one conclusion which he 
draws. As the gentleman was unfortunately not 
present on Saturday, | could not go as fully as I 
would like to have done into the pec uliar tenets 
held by the gentleman from Pennsylvania upon 
this subject. Indeed, | was cautioned on Satur- 
day not to go into the matter at all in the absence 
of the distinguished member. But, sir, we upon 
this side of the House undertook upon Saturday 


} noxious, 


position of offering to recognize the rebellion as 
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[ht 


ee | | 


tinguished me — from Py 
o P mnioOnsS expres 
simply this: we ‘hel d here 

al! that my colleacue was 
worse than the ventleman 


m cause he 


nSyViy i 


l by my 


no 

from Py 
took the Mdentical prem < ¥ 
by the gentleman, although he ea 


may h 
different conclusions. r 
Mr. Speaker, I hol dinmy hand—and « 
ter of fairness | have inse rted it in ii ny a 
} made on Saturds ay—the very remarks ma , ie 
gentleman from Pennsylvania upon this oni. 
in which he took the ground that the « 
States were a foreign nation, 
Mr. STEVENS. 1 willexcuse the ¢ 
from Ohio from anything further, as | wasn ‘ N 
ferring to him, and do not even know whe ' n 
| spoke at all on Saturday. ‘ 
Mr. COX. The gentleman said he r, ad it 
a paper. 
Mr. STEVENS. I saw it in some editp 
remark that my position wus likened to «| at of \ 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Lone.) a fo 


Mr. COX. Ifthe gentleman w) Ow in 


finish my remark, my colleague from Oh 


| the very speech whic his now decl eam Lk 


fellowship, in the shape of negotiation, to with- || 


ared 
himself based his argume nt u 
he quote d from the speech of the 
Pennsylvania, in which he deck ured these s 
ern State s to be an inde pe ndent natio n for « 
purposes—for the purposes of war and for th, 3 


on wl 


ert 


yurposes of confiscation. 7 
Mr. STEVENS. 1 will excuse the gentle; 
from anything furthe i 
Mr. COX. | hope the gentleman will perm H 
me to finish my sentence. _— 
Mr. STEVENS. I know perfectly wi _ \ 
easy it is for the devil to undertake to quote 
Scripture and pervert it. (Laughter, hiss: - vie’ 
lause, and confusion on the floor and in the gal- a 
| mes, 
Mr. COX. [have not misquoted the gentleman | 


nor perverted his remarks. I errs him cor- 
ectly. (Shouts of **Order!’’ from the Repu un In| 
ide: 7] The gentle ‘man from Pennsylvania charges 
ne with perversion, and I have the right t 
terrupt him. 
Mr. STEVENS. Ihave not begun any per- 
sonalities, and [| will not yield to any. 2. 
MESSAGE FROM THE P 
A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Nicoray, his Privat 
Secretary, notifying the House that he had ap- 
proved and signed bills of the following titles 8 
An act (H. R. No. 302) to amend sect 
of the act approved July 17, 1862, entitled “A 


RESIDENT 


act to define the pay and emoluments of certa 
officers of the Army, and for other purposes,” 
An act (H.R. No. 114) for the relief of Daniel : 


Wormer; 

An act (HI. R. 
S. Cole; and 

An act (H. R.N 
G. Brown. 


No. 115) for the relief of Darius ns 


10. 116) for the relief « f William 


| PROPOSED EXPULSION OF A MEMBER—AGAIN. 


| excuse me. 


| Ohio, who made his speech on Saturday, 
| Lone,] took the position which I asserted 


| were a belligerent through crime and treat 
serving to be punished by fire and sword and: 


| be acknowledged by acomm! ssion f 


i “2 3- 
not read his speech—then my remarks are m! 
‘| to run a parallel between the opinions of the dis- || applied. 


Mr. COX. I now ask the 
Pennsylvania to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. WILSON. I object, unless the genWeman 
will obey the rules. os 

Mr. COX. I have not asked any favor of the 
gentle man from Iowa. 

The SPEAKER ese tempore. 
tleman aoe Fanner vania yield? ; . 

Mr. STEVENS. I hope the gentleman wit = 
l have not said anything about him, 
and do not intend @®. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, [ can 
how it may have been that the gentleman 


] * ¥ 
£F nileman Ik 





Does the gen- it 


easily understa! 


the confederate States were a belligerent de fact, te 
as everybody knows they are; but instead 0! 
lowing out what [ inferred from that, that 


iscation, as all traitors should be, 1 under 
him to hav e propose d that the y shor iid be adm 
as a power de jure, that their independence 8 P 
rom this Gov- fuag 


for | have the | 


ernment. If I have been misinformed—! 
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that position was assumed, as lL un- 

by agentleman in this House. I refer 
ind E see that the member from Ohio, 

Saturday, [Mr. Lone,] and whose 

been handed to me, undertoak to 

: ue his speech to my posiuon, Why, sir, 

“ honest man could assimilate them to each 

| would as soon be hanged in chains 

‘, gibbeted traitor as to be thus con- 

a moral careass before the House. 

It will bear no such construction, 

: thon, as [do now, acertain attitude for the 

istifying the extreme exaction of the 

war against these traitors and rebels who 

sumed this position. 

Now, sit, | have not, as I have said before, 

not re vn from the papers who assumed this position. 

= : ve no sur eth to eXamine now or to pursue 

}am glad I de not know the names 
W indertook thus to link me with an |! 
I say noman who heard |! 
: _or read it, thought sowho was nota 
r) ora kunave, and perhaps both. { Laughter. ] 
Vr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Speaker, lam 
that the country will read with profound re- | 


ir r pil 


sous TY position. 
t ¥ 


eure Lom 
ry aa an are edings of this House on Saturday 
: st. Ata time when ourarmies are standing still 
e face of a powerful enemy, when our Treas- 
igempty. when its legitimate receipts are less | 
, one tenth of the expenditures, when labor |; 
oo" sparalyzed and borne down by oppressive tax- | 
ind inadequate compensation, when those 
) who produce everything get nothing, and those 
co , produce nothing get everything, for the 
¥ House of Representatives tn this condition of the 
| toe -quntry to be trifling with its time on a subject || 
1 yond its jurisdiction, arraigning a member for | 
i exercise of a constitutional right, will be 
viewed with profound regret. For his opinions | 
ete the gendeman [Mr. Lone] is responsible to his 


aii | regard the position of Speaker of this House 
a ‘the highest civilian known to the country. | 
: I) England the like office is recognized as that 
ee | by the first gentleman of England. Now, 
arent. tthe Speaker should descend from this ex- 
A | position and enter into this gladiatorial arena || 
san combat for the purpose of arraigning 
i Representative for exercising the right which | 
God and his constituents gave him is to be de- 
ed. Sir, [have the highest regard personally 
Speaker of this House. Differingas | do 
5 Private from him upon all the leading public questions 
had ap- fthe day, I take this oeeasion to say that he 
titles: s discharged his responsible duties with ability 
tion nine ud with impartiality. I regret that he should 
led “A for the first time have committed an act which 
f certai st materially affect his usefulness hereafter in |} 
ones’ lischarge of thoseduties. He hastakena po- || 
of Daniel sition In this proceeding which no man can sus- | 
n who recognizes constitutional and individual | 
f Darius rights. Leaving the Speaker’s chair, he takesaseat || 
the floorand presents to the Houseand coun- | 
FW illiam ya resolution of expulsion againsta gentleman || 
reseniting the second districtof Ohio, Expul- |} 
for what? Por the honestavowal of opinions | 
ntertained, and for which he was responsible to I! 
yan from s lo other power or authority than to that he rep- || 
resented in this House, hisconstituents. He had || 
lared that in a certain contingency, which he |} 
sued, he would prefer recognition. As between |! 
ition and recognition he preferred the lat- 
ter. Is it criminal so to declare? None of us are \| 
s the gen- in favor of taking human life, and yet allof as are | 
prepared to do itin self-defense. When such an | 


renuieman u 


vor of the 





eman W ternative is presented either of us would kill. | 
bout him, Sis an analogous case. The gentleman de- 
d, substantially, he was in favor of recogni- || 
nderstand ) rather than to see every man, woman, and 
nan from “id in the southern States put to the sword. He 
ay, (Mi ‘usitevery humane and Christian man would || 
ried, tat ; forse this sentiment, thus presented. But the 
t de fa nt 


iVeman was arraigned because, it is said, his 
“Peech gives aid and comfort to the rebels. If 
that they is wer so, the other side of the House have no 
Sito complain. The Republican party have || 


es feeding the flame of rebellion ever since its |! 
fAiStence, 


, 


‘euson, Ger 
d and con- 
nderstand 


P admitted 


' 
ltis tobe observed that in the resolution of ex- || 
sion no quotation is given of the offending lan- 
nage. Sir, it is the first time in the history of 
ae “overnment that any proceeding of a like 

aracter has been taken when the language or || 


pce sno | pu 
i thisG Ve £uage 
-for I have 
3 are mis- 


the offense clearly and definitely expressed, to 
which exception is taken, is not quoted an the 
resolution. ‘The resolution does not pretend to 
give the language used by the me mber arraigned. 
I repeat, sir, thatthe author of this resolution does 
not prete nd to- quote the laneuage used by the 


rentleman from Ohio; and I will go further and 
say that he does notin any fair sense give the 
substance of thatlancuage. I stated on Saturday 


wWhatthe gentleman didsay. Ele declared thatthe 
alternative was presented to the country whether 
we will subjugate and annihilate the southern peo- 
ple or recognize them as an independent power. 
Rather than exterminat ye stroy,ridofs Xistence, 
extingubsh the men, women, and children of the 


South, he was willing to recoe@nize their inde- 


pendence. In the exercise of his constitutional 
right, in a calm, able, statesmanlike manner, he 
discussed the whole question of this war. After 
showing that even if prosecuted for the restora- 


tion of the Union (which it is not) it had proved 


| a failure, and if continued must end in annihila- 


tion, he declared that, as a choice of evils, he was 
for peace by recognition. 

Sir, the Speaker of the House of Commons did 
not descend from his chair and arraign Edmund 
Burke, when that patriot and statesman used 
stronger language in favor of our independence 
than this. Nor did the Chancellor of England, 
presiding over the House of Lords, come down 
from his high position and arraign Lord Chatham 
for declarations in favor of our recognition as : 
nation at the ime we were struggling for liberty. 

But the Speaker said upon Saturday, when lis 


| attention was called tothe identical language used 


by the gentleman from Ohio, that it was for the 
character of his whole speech that he sought to ex- 
pel him. Sir,-he Is ESLOP pr d from taking that po- 


sition now. Tle arraigned the gentleman from 


| Ohio, in the language of his own resolution, for 


the declaration that he was in favor of the recog- 
nition of the inde} endence of the South. | d: ly 
him or any other gentleman to refer to any por- 
tion of that speech that makes a stronger allusion 
to the question of recognition than that to which 
[ have referred. And so far as the resolution it- 
self is concerns d, IL proposes toexpel the member 
only because he « xX presse d himself in favor of rec- 
ognition. 

jut we are told that the whole speech gives aid 
and comfort to the enemy. If that be true, who- 
ever else may take exception to giving aid and 
comfort to the enemy, it ought not to come from 
that side of the House, or trom gentlemen who 
represent that party. Their whole political career 
since the commencement of this war, official and 
otherwise, has given aid and comfort to the en- 
emy. In six months from the firing on Fort Sum- 
ter, under a different policy, under an Adminis- 
tration conducted upon other principles, this war 
would have been closed, with the expenditure of 
one half of the m y and the loss of one half of 
the live s which it | as cost. It has been the fanat- 
ical and destructive course pursued by the Admin- 
istration and the utter disregard of the common 
principles of humanity and patriotism; it has been 
the declaration and practical effort to carry fire 
and sword into every household of the South, aud 
by confiscation, emancipation, and annibilation, 
leaving the South no alternative but resistance or 
death, that this war has been prolonged, and is 
likely to be prolonged until the meu who now 
rule the country shall have ceased to hold polit- 
ical power. This is * the aid and comfort”? which 
has been given to the ene my, and it came from 
the men who affect now to be indignant at the 
expressions of the gentleman from Ohto. 

Sir, shall he be expelled for saying le was in 
favor of a dissolution of the Union by men who 
daily act in favor of it? Why, the ‘Republtean 
party was conceived and brought forth in the 
l had the honor of holding 
a seut here twenty-two years ago, when John 
Quincy Adams, ihe founder and author of the 
dogmas now held by the Republican party, tn- 
troduced in my presence a petition for the disso- 
lution of the Union. And Joshua Giddings, now 
holding a high official position under this Adinin- 


spirit of disunion. 


| istration, in the same Congress presented a me- 


morial from his constituents of the Western Re- 
serve of Ohio in favor of dissolution. Mr. Hare, 
a Senator from New Hampshire, at a much later 
period, presented a memorial in favor of a disso- 
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tuts 1 of the Um tT; and the votes are record d 
of Senator Seward, of New York, and Senator 
Chase, of Ohio, in favor of the reception of that 
petluion, And, sir, since the commenceme nt of 
this rebellion the present Secretary of the ‘Treas- 
ury, acting in his official 


camicity as a member 


lof the present Cabinet, seriously and formally 


advocated the recognition of the southern con- 
tederacy, at a time, too, When it had but a pro- 
visronal government at Montgomery, Alabama, 
and before the Seuth, using the language of the 
distinguished getitieman from P: nnsylvanta, Mr. 
SrTevENS,] had arisen lo ils present position asa 
de facto goverment, or had been acknowledged 
as a belligerent by any nation of Burepe, 

Mr. ASHLEY. 
ment so fur as the Secretary of the ‘Treasury is 
concerned, 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. 
to the gentleman, 

Mr. COX. Lask the gentleman to allow me 
to say a word in reference to this matter. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. If the gentleman 
from Ohio upon the other side of the House dees 
not intend to speak upon this subject, | will yield 
to him a moment. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from New York to state where the present See- 
retary of the ‘Treasury, in any official act of his, 
advocated the recognition of the southern States 
as an independent nation? 

Mr. COX. With the permission of my friend 
I will give my colleague the proof. If the gen- 
tleman will look at the National Intelhgenecer of 
April 22, 1861, he will find a speech reported, 
made by the mayor of Baltimore, in which he 
said ina full meeting, on the 19th day of April, 
that Secretary Chase had told himthat. [Laugh- 
ter on the Republican side of the House.}] This 
came from the mayor of Baltimore, and never has 
been denied, and my colleague knows very well 
that Governor Chase never will deny it. 

Mr. ASHLEY. Sir, ldenyitforhim. Lknow 
he has never officially orimany publishe dletteror 
speech advocated the recogniuon of the southern 
States as an independent power. 

Mr. COX. he gentleman should not deny 
anythin before he hears what it is, He is too 
prompt to put in a general issue before he knows 
what Leharge. The extract reads thatalthough 
he (Mr. Chase) opposed the right of secession, 
yet when independent and powerful States had 
rone out of the Union, and were determined not 
to return, he was for telling them to go in peace. 

‘That was announced to the people of Balti- 
more in a public meeting by an official character, 
and has never been dente d. 

Mr. ASHILEY. I deny it now; and deny the 
authority from which it comes, 

Mr. COX. Lask the gentleman what author- 
ity he has for that denial? 

“Mr. ASHLEY. 1 answerthe gentleman, by 
the character of the man, and my intimate knowl- 
edge of his opinions upon all questions. 

Mr. COX. Then the gentleman does not 
speak by authority atall. If 1 were to judge of 
a man by his character, I should say that the gen- 
tleman was not authorized to deny anything for 
anybody. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Speaker, the 
gentieman from Ohio (Mr. Asmiey|] may deny 
the fact, but the Secretary of the ‘Treasury him- 
self does not deny it. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Will the gentleman give 
way fora question? IL only wish to ask the gen- 
tleman a question in order that the House may 
understand his position. 


. , 
Id nv the fre ntleman’s state- 


I refuse to yield 


Objection was made by several members. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Me. Speaker, I 
am surprised that there should be any such de- 
nial here now. It is as well understood as any 
declaration that has been made officially or other- 
wise by any gentleman connected with this Ad- 
ministration; and when any member of this House 
will produce an authorized denial from the Sec- 
retary of the Freasury himself, the country will 
believe him, and not before. 

3ut, sir, | have said that the Republican party 
had its existence ina spirit of disunion, that its 
fathers and great leaders came into polit al being 
on that sentiment. This Administration could 
not hold together forty-eight hours except by 
that horrid dogma of destruction, acting in collu- 
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sion wilh corruntion L have some few extracts 
from the recorded opinions of the men who rule 
the country; were it necessary, I could prov 

like treasonable utterances on the President and 


each member of his Cabimet. 


gut by their acts 
shallthey be judged. 


itis not necessary in their 

case to refer Lo expressions—their official conduct 

speaks louder and plainer than words. 
J.Q.Adams presents a petition for disselution: 


“On the 24th of February, 1842, John Quincy Adams 
presented a petition in the House of Representatives signed 


by a large number of citizens of Haverhill, Massachuset 
fora peaceabl lissolut j the Union, ‘assigning as one 
of the rensons the ineqnality of benefits conterred on the 
diferent sections.’ ?— Blake's History of Slavery, p.5S2A. 

J. R. Giddings presents a petition for dissolu- 
tion: 

On the 28th of February, 1812, Mr. Giddings presented 
n petition from a large number of abolitionists of Austin 


burr, in his district, praying for a dissolution of the Union 
and a separation of the slave trom the free States.’’—I id, 

In their State convention of 1851, the radicals 
of Massachusetts, on whom the mantle of the 
Hartford Convention had fallen, and animated by 
the same purpose, 


*© Resolved, That the Constitution which provides for a 
slave representation anda slave oligarchy in Congress ; 
which legalizes slave catching on every tuch of Aujerican 
soil; which pled the military and naval power of the 


countty to keeptour millions of chattel slaves in their 
chains, is to be trodden tuder foot and pronounced ac 
cursed, however unexceptionable or valuable it may be in 
its other provisions.’’ 
‘That the one great issue before the country is the dis 
ution of the Union, in comparison with which alf other 
issues with the slave power are as dust in the balance 
therelore we have given ourselyes to the work ot * annul 
ling this covenant with death,’ as essential to our own 
! rlasting overthrow of the 


eo 


Mniocency and live 
sinve power 
In TS56 thi 


convention: 


peedy and eve 


same party pass d th following in 


Resolved, 1. Thatthe necess 
the whole existi 
tions of the e 


ity of disunionis written in 
g character and condition of the two sec 
untry, in their social organization, education, 
habits, and huws; in the danger of our white citizens in 
Kansds, and our colored men in Boston; inthe wounds ot 
CHARLES SUMNER and the laurels of his assailants ; andno 
mi earth was ever strong enough to hold to 
gether such opposing forces. 


Government 


* Resolve . That this movement does not merely seek 
disunion but the more perfect union of free States by the 
expulsion of th lave States from the confederation in 
Which they have ever been an element of discord, danger, 


and disgrace. 


** Resolved, 3. That it is not probable that the ultimate 
severance of the Union will be an actot deliberation ordis 
cussi mut that along period of deliberation and discus 
sion must precede it, and here we meetto begin the work. 


** Resolved, 4. That hencetorward, instead of regarding 
it as an objection to any system of policy that it will lead 
to a separation of the States, we will proclaim that to be 
the highest of all: 
of statesinins 


minendations, and the greatest proof 
hip, and will support politically such men 


and measures as appear to tend most to this result.” 
Mr. Garrison made a speech in 1856 in which 
he declared: 


«]) have said, and T say again, that in proportion to the 
growth of disunionism will be the growth of Re publican 
ism.’? " , . " “The Union isa lie. The 
American Union is aa imposture and a covenant with 
death and an agreement with hel.” * * * * 
‘fl am for its overthrow - “Up 
with the flagof disunion that we may have a free and glo 
rivus Union of owr own.”’ 


* * * 


Ata Republican convention held at Monroe, 
Green county, Wisconsin, in 1856, the following 
resolution was passe d: 

*¢ Resolved, Tirat it is the duty of the North, in ease they 
fail tu cleeting a President aud Congress that will restor: 
freedom to Kansas, to revolutionize the Governiment.”’ 

Anson Burlingame made a speech in 1856 in 
which he blasphemously said: 

“'The time is coming and soon will be that we must have 


an anti-slavery Coustitution, an anti-slavery Bible, and an 
anti-slavery God.” 


Che Montrose Democrat of May 10, 1856, said: 


* We reeolleet that over a year ago we heard Mr. Wil 
mot make the tollowing dcelaration: 

‘lam determined to arouse the people to tie import 
anee of the slavery issue and getup an organization through 
which they can get the control of the Government in 1856. 
And if T become satisfied that these efforts will fail, and 


that ihe poople will not assert their rights, then Vii be d—d 
if 1 dow’t join the party that I think will sead the country 
to h—Ithe quickest.’ ” 


Horace 


* Imeonclusion, [ have only toadd that such is my solemn 
and abiding conviction of the character of slavery, and 
under a full sense of responsibility to my coumtry and my 
God, U deliberately say, better disunion, befter a civil or 
servile war, better anything that God iu His providenec 
shall send, than an extension of the bonds of slavery.” 


Mann on one occasion said: 





**] have before declared that the path of duty was clear 
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as to the fugitive stave act, and that I am bound to disobey 
it,.’’—¢ 7 Sumne Sop ber, 1854. 

“On the 7th day of February, J850, John P. Hale in 
sisted upon, andal rwith Chase and Seward alone, voted 
to receive, refer, and consider a petition demanding of Con- 


gress an immediate dissolation of the Union, because a 
Union with slavehoiders is violative of divine jawand hu 
man rights.’’ 

‘ Johy P. Male, on the 23d March, 1813, presented a batch 
of eight petitions at onee demanding the dissolution of the 
Union ” 

“No man has a right to be surprised at this state of 
things. It is just what we abolitionists and disunionists 
have attempted to bring about. There is merit in the Re 
publican party. Itis the first sectional party ever organ 
ized in this country. It docs not know its own face, but 
ealls itself national; but it is not national : it ts sectional. 
The Republican party isa party of the North pledged against 
the Souus.’’— Wendell Phillips. 

“If the Republicans fail at the ballot-box, we shall be 
forced to drive back the slaveocrats With fire aud sword.” 
—James Watson Webb. 

y 


The True American, a Republican organ in 
Erie county, Penusylvania, m1 commenting upon 
a speech delivered ata Democratic meéting, says: 

“This twaddie about tie Union and its preservation is 
We think that 
the liberty ofa single slave is worth more than all the Unions 
God’s universe can hold.”? 


too ly and sickening for any good efiect. 


turus P. Sparnine, now an Administration 
member of this House, and a member of the con- 
vention that nominated Frémont, said in that con- 
vention that— 


1 


“In the case of the alternative being presented of the 
continuanee of slavery or a dissolation of the Union, Tam 
tor dissolution, and I care not how quick it comes.” 


Mr. SPALDING. I pronounce that false, let 
it cone from what Rource It may. 

Mr. PATTERSON. lasktosayasingle word. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. ‘The gentleman 
can reply after my hour expires. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the gentleman per- 
mit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. 
now. 

In 1854 the abolitionists of Massachusetts and 
of other States sent petitions to Congress, from 
which the followme is an extract: 


I must decline 


“We earnestly request Congress at its present session to 
take initiatory measures forthe speedy, peacetul, and equi 


table dissolution ot the existing Union asthe exigencies of 


the case may require,” 
Henry Ward Beecher says: 


“A great many people raise a ery about the Union and 
the Constitution, as if the two were periectly identical; but 


the truth is, it is the Constitution itself that is the cause of 


every division which this vexed quéstion of slavery has 
ever occasioned in thiscountry. Tt has been the foundation 
of our troubles by attempting to hold together as reconciled 
Wo Opposing principles Which wili not harmonize nor 
agrec.”? 


Salmon P. Chase says: 


‘Slavery in the States would not continue a year after 


|} the accession of the anti-slavery party lo power.”? 


Fred. Douglass says: 

* Prom this time forth I consecrate the labors of wy life 
to the dissolution of the Union, and [ care not wiicther the 
bolt that rends it shall come’from heaven or from hell.” 

1 quote from the New York Tribune, which 
was laid upon the members’ desks just before the 
passage of the Kansas-Nebraska act: 

* Weurge, therefore, unbending determination on the part 
of northern members hostile to this intolerable outrage, 
and demand of them in behalf of peace, in behalf of free- 
dom, in behalf of justice and » humanity, resistance to the 
last. Betier that confusion should cusuc—better that dis- 
cord should reign in the national councils—better that Con- 
gress should break up in wild disorder—nay, better thatthe 
Capitol itself should blaze by the toreh of the incendiary, 
or fall and bury all its inmates beneath its crumbling ruins, 
than that this perfidy and wrong sliould be finally accom- 


| plished.”’ 


General Banks said: 


‘fam willing in a certain contingency to let the Union 
slide.”’ 

Rev. Dr, Bellows, president of the sanitary com- 
mission, in one of his public discourses in the city 
of New York, disgraced the pulpit by uttering the 
rf. dD ! > 
following: 

‘It is noe Jonger.a war in defense of the Union, the Con- 
stitution, aud the enforcement of the laws. It is a war to 
be carried on no longer with the aim of reéstablishing the 
Union and the Coustitation with their old compromises. 
God means not to tet us off with avy half-way work. Lam 
now convinced and I consider it the most bumane, the 
most economical, and the most statesmanlike now to take 
the most radical ground possible; to assume that this is a 
war for the subjugation or extermination of all persons who 
Wish to maintaim the slave power; a war to get rid of sia 
very andslaveloliders, Whether itbe constitutional or not.”’ 





Wendell Piillips again says: 


“ The Constitution of our fathers was a mistake. Tear 


i 


ee 8 ll 


itin pheces and make a hetter. 
out of order; it is in order; it does w Lit 
tended—protects slavery, ; 


Don’t say t 


7 : Our aim is disu 
the States. [have shown you that ony + 
done under our institutions.” a 


Again he said: 
**No act of ours do we regard with more 
approval or higher satisfaction, none do wr 
confidently to the tribunal of Hea ve nandthey ; 
inankind, than when, several years aco . 
in the presence Of a great assen 


s : J mbly,we commit: 
flames the Constitution of the U oa 


“Vl ue 4 


hited Stat 


The American Anti-Slaver 


y Society 


° ; pa ( 
following resolutions: , 

** Resolved, That secession from the United & 
ernment is the duty of every abolitionist : u 
take office or deposit his vote under its Constinn. 


out violating his anti-sl wery principles, ay 
self an abettor to the slaveholder, and ¢ Omit 

* Resolved, That years of warfare a ie 
have convinced us that every act done in 1 
American Union rivets the ehain of the «| uve Yr ee 
exodus of the siave to freedom, unless it he ce 
wust be over the remains of the present ° 
and the grave of the present Union. 

“ Resolved, That the abolitionists of this con, 
make it one of the primary objects of this anita ial ie 
solve the American Union.” 7s 


The present United States Treasurer (Spinr 





gainst thes 


srilmerk 


. _ 1€} 
said during the Frémont campaign: 

** Should this (the election of Frémont) (ai) truen 
would be any louger safe here from the assaults oy in. 
rogant slave oligarchy, who then would rule wih 

ith n 


hand; for the tree North would be teft the eho of 
peaceful dissolution of the Union, a civil war w v ' 
end in the same, or an unconditional surrender Of ever 
principle held dear by treemen.” 
James 8S. Pike, long editorially connected y 


the New York’ Tribane, and now minister to 
Netherlands, said: 

“[ have no doubt that the free and slave States oyeht + 
separate. The Union is not worth supporting in 2 " 


tion with the South.’’ 


John W. Forney, editor of the Philade Ha 
Press, over the nom de plume of Occasional, writing 
to his paper, said: 


“ Let us unite the North by any means. W) 


€ m } 
longer volunteer let there be conscription. Silen ry 
tongue that does not speak with respect of the caus 
the flag. Do away with politics, with luxuri 1 





forts. Let us cease for the present to speak WS a 
restrictions and what ure called sateguards.”’ 

Mr. Seward, at Boston, foreshadowed the pur- 
pose of the abolition party: 

‘** What a commentary upon the history of man is the f 
that eighteen years after the death of Jolin Qu \ 
the people have for theirstandard- bearer Abraia 
confirming the obligations of the bigher law w 
of Quincey proclaimed, and contending for weal 
life or death, in the irrepressible conflict between 
and slavery. I desire ouly to say that we ar 
stage of the contliet before the great triumphant inoug 
ration of this policy into the Government 
States.” 

Mr. Seward, in the Senate, threw this fi 
at the South: 

“Then the free States and slave States of the A 


divided and warring with each other, would disgust! 
free States of the Pacific, and they would hay 
cause and justification for withdrawing trom the | 
productive no longer of peace, salety, aud iil t 
selves,” &e. 

Inthe Republican convention of Chicago, 150", 
at which Mr. Lincoln was nomina' 
ing occurred among the proceedingsas published 
in the New York Tribune of May, 1500: 

Judge Jessup said that he desired to amend ay 
mistake in the name of the party. It was pra 
resolution ‘National Republican party.’ He w 
strike out the word ‘ nationgl,’ as that was not tie nam 
by which the party was prop®rly known. 

N. P. Banks, in a speech in Massachusetts 
1856, thus predicts a “ military dictatorial gov 
ernment;”’ 

“ [ can conceive of a time when this Constitution 
not be in existence, When we shall have ali absonis 
tary dictatorial goverament transmitted from ae : 
with men at its head who are nade ruler 
mission, or who elaim a hereditary mght lo go 
over whom they are piaeed.”’ 

Mr. Schurz, in 1860, said: 

‘May ihe God in human nature be aroused and Pp . 
the very soul of our nationsvith an encrgy iatshal s¥ 
as With the besoi of desteuction this abomination [sss 
from the land. You call this revolution ; it tt. J . 
need revolution. We must, we will have it. Lett 

P > > » ‘ 

On the 12th of July, 1848, Joun P. Haut 

“ Allthe terrors of dissolution [ean] ok stead 
the face before [ could look to that moral duton Wes |” 
fall upon us, when we can so far prostitute ours yes 
become the pioneers of slavery in the Territortes 

’ orc wk ge . ALE, 

In the Senate, February 26, 1956, Mr. Hat 
in speaking of the conflict, said: 

“Good! Good! Sir, I hope it will come; 


ed, the f We 


sh 


and if it 
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; wi. let it come. No, sir, if that issue must 
comes Te eome ; and it cannot Come too soon.” 


ie sPALDING. I desire to know from the 
” ma from New York whether that is a new 
orange the “Gospel of Peace.”? [Laughter.] 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. 1 decline to yield. 
Mr, SPALDING. I certainly have a right to 
be w from what book the extracts have been 


ad 
. \Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I will not detain 
the House by the reading of any more extracts 
; oe of Oh! read them’’] to prove the allega- 
which I made, that the Republican party, 
ich now rules this country, was conceived and 


Ww 3 ; 
born in a spirit of disunion, and that whoever else 
may reb <e my friend from Ohio, (Mr. Lone,} 


, cide of the House should take no exception 








yor recognition, 
sir, Lam not in favor of recognition. I have 
i but one language and assumed but one posi- 
: since the breaking out of this unfortunate rev- 
| am opposed to recognizing, in any 
contingency, until after the exhaustion of peace- 
f)| negotiation, the independence of the southern 
nament; and I do not concur with the gen- 
from Ohio, [Mr. Long,] in his belief that 
the alternative has been presented of annihilation 
nition. I believe that if this Government 


tron 
CiuuGl. 





wou lin good faith, mane an honest effort to 
restore this Union by peaceful negotiation, if 


will guaranty the constitutional rights of the | 


southern States, | believe that even now the Union 
could be restored without firing another cannon. 


And until we have exhausted and failed in these | 


negotiations, I, for ‘one, will not allow myself to 
think of, much less speak of, a contingency so 
that of dissolution. 
And it is proper that I should say, on this occa- 
sion, that 1 dissent from the sentiments uttered 
ythe gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Harais,] 
Saturday. If I understood him correctly, he 
ired in favor of not only the right but the 
policy of secession. I differ from him entirely 
and altogether. And although I voted against 
resolution of censure, I did it because I deny 


greadiul as 


anguage that may be used looking to dis- || struction and annihilation, where every 


die! 
| underoursystem have never read the Constitution. 


| dissolution, 


| brotherhood with the 
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publicanism, as now understood practically, is 
destructive, fanatical, and ruinous. Conservatism 
is to protectand preserve life and property. There- 


fore | say there can be no such this 


ras a war 
Democrat or a conservative J 


Republican. l nti 
the American people return to the sober second 
thought, and realize the inevitable tendency and 
conclusion of the war, | believe that the diseas« 
will run its course, and that the Republican dis- 
unionists in power may carry out their doctrines 
to their bloody and relentless results. 

George Thompson Was Sent anemilssary by the 
sritish Government thirty years ago to sow the 
seeds of dissolutionin America. He now 
as the guestof his fellow-disunionists, the raling 
arty, to see the reaping of the bl rody harvest. 
Gains. sir, Union with this doctrine of fell de- 


returns 


man, 
woman, and child is to be put to the sword, where 
their country is to be laid waste, where their State 
institutions are to be subverted, where freemen 
under your Constitution, standing with equal 
rights with ourselves, are to be made slaves or 
Why, sir, men who talk of such a Union 


In the elegant language to-day of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
*Seither fools or knaves.”’ 

Sir, there can be no such Union. 


STEVENS,] they are 


Civil war is 
destruction, extermination. And 
therefore | am opposed to it, and in favor of mak- 
ing a peaceful effort for the settlement of this great 
question. | am in favor of bringing back the 
southern States into acondition of fraternity and 
North. I am in favor of 
the compacts and compromises of the Constitu- 
tion. lam in favor of this galaxy of beautiful, 


independent powers being once more gathered 


under a common Government, entitled to equal 


| rights, equal privileges, and equal exemption from 
| central usurpation and tyranny. 


That, sir, is my position. I do not agree with 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Harris) in 
favor of secession. I do not agree with the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Lone] that the alternative 


| is even yet prese nted to the American people of 
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develop his peculiar views and 


purposes. He 
: 
has laid down something like the same platform 
' 
in resolutions which he early in the session of- 


fered in this House. Being neither against the 
war nor for the war, he would send COMMISSION- 
ers to Richmond to treat with those arrayed in 
arms against the country to offer them terms of 
peace. He preaches a ‘* new gospel of peace,” 
of which he is the great apostle. 

How many others on his side of the House may 
agree with him I know not. But I do know this, 
whenever any such propositions of northern Dem- 


} 


ocratcs have apr ired in pu i 


print, or their of 
e have made in 
any form, they have invariably been received by 
the rebels at Richmond with scoffing and repelled 
with scorn. Their rebel friends have not hesitated 
to declare that such advances and the emissaries 
who might convey them could only be entertained 
by them with fingers holding the ir offended aris- 
tocratic noses. [Laught r.] Thatonly isthe way 
they would receive Democrats who came to offer 
them peace. 


fers or sugge 


rgesuons of pet been 


You must not **come between the 
wind and their nobility.” 

The gentleman and his friends, then, are willing 
and propose to crawl on their bellies to the ft et 
of rebels and insurgents in arms, and looking 
up piteously to say ‘*Oh, our masters, notwith 
standing all your scoffing and scorn, and though 
you may spurn us from your presence, we im- 
plore you to say whether you will not graciously 
agree to make some terms with us.”? I cannot 
comprehend this abasement in any other way. 

Thank God, I belong to no such party as that. 
For the sake of manhood and humanity, 1 would 
trust there are few whodo. I never will make 
peace with armed rebels. Lam for concluding no 
treaties, holding no conferences with insurgent 
States claiming to be an independent and separate 
nationality. [Suppressed applause. | I believe 
that the only safety for this country consists in 
firhting out this war to the end and suppressing 
this rebellion; in taking care to put it down so ef- 
fectually that its hydra head will never be raised 
in the land again. I think that that too may be 
assumed as the sentiment of this House, and its 


right in this House to censure any man for 
au the expression of any sentiment he may enter- 


tain. Notwithstanding the provision of the Consti- 


annihilation or dissolution. But [do believe that 
| if the President of the United States would ap- 
point commissioners clothed with power, as has 


resolved purpose. 
Let me refer to what was the action here on 
some propositions I had the honor myse If to sube 





tuuon that a member is not to be called to account, || been done under like circumstances by his pre- || mit some time ago in a series of resolutions. In 

outofthe House, for anything that he may do || decessors from the days of Washington downto || order to refresh the recollections of members on 

At ne »I deny the right of this House to deprive the | the present time, and those commissioners would |! both sides of the House [| beg to recur to the offi- 

ia R presentative of forty thousand people of the lib- || proceed to Richmond, while I do not think that cial record. 1 find by the Journal of the 29th of 

sbundant erly of expressing his sentiments, and probably || peace would immediately be restored, | do think |! February last that I moved the adoption of three 

U tir senliments, upon any public question of | there would be a commencement of the end of || resolutions, of which the first was in these words: 

a the day. | this war, which would lead to a restoration of “Resolved, That the present war which this Government 

x ' will not vote to abridge the expression of sen- || the Union either by reconstruction or otherwise. |) is carrying on against armed insurrectionists and others, 

, 1860, timentin this House. lam willing to accord to || Mr.Speaker,inconclusion | pray God that, not- || banded together under the name of * southern confeder- 

a. ‘very man, even to those on the other side of the || withstanding the fell spirit of destruction North ateaean: weg enh Rater salina aureneaon 
es House, the largest liberty of debate. But, sir, I |] and South, notwithstanding the evils which so i. pu oakiia eucinten, and should be treated as such.?? 

arr of a dimolain of cia Union actus, ie will apciiy put an end Co tie Haw wan tht veasaton recived” I panne 

i cognition, avor || bloody conflict, and in the infinity of His wisdom | without objection; not one dissenting voice; no 

id rors eat am im favor of pence, Tam | restore thi Heeding land to it former condition || Sppggiion whatever, not even a call forthe yea 

lam in favor of making an effort through siaaties Mr SCHENCK. Mi Senaieas ‘a student in || and nays. By general consent th Representa- 

tte in tion, for a final determination and adjudication of ' Ss: Te ei eee eta eel (te Racks || tives of the people of the United States accepted 

its In empl E jjudication o natura history would have mu¢ h to earn upon that as one plank in the platform upon which they, 

il gov- i. question Insome way, as the Government has |! this floor. Some specimens of the snake family || 


ways done under like circumstances. 

This war cannot restore the Union. I believe 
Democratic party, as far as this immediate 
weston is concerned, cannot be an abolition 
* Perey There can be no such thing as a war 
Vemocrat; 


War, he must be in favor of the policies of the 
War as it is 


+} 
oH) 


witl ; : 
Coron avoidable tendency to destroy the 
vonstitution and the Union. 


ocrat . ee 
crat and be a disunionist also. Ido not want to 


because when a man is in favor of | 


: prosecuted by the party in power, | 


He cannot bea Dem- | 


are so slippery that it seems impossible to classify 
them or to hold them to any place. 

I find myself at great loss to understand what 
ground is occupied by the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Fernanpo Woop,] who has justtaken 
hisseat. Heavowsthiat he disagrees to the position 
taken by the member from Maryland, [Mr. Har- 
Ris,}] who was yesterday visited with the censure | 
of the House; he dissents from the arguments and 
propositions of my colleague, [Mr. Lone,] whose 


as a component part of the Government, were 
willing to stand in their efforts to put down thie 
wicked and infamous rebellion. 

The next resolution is in these terms: 

“ Resolved, That this rebellion shall be effectually put 
down, and that to prevent the recurrence of such rebellions 
in future the causes which led to this one must be perma 
nently removed.”’ 

Some gentleman upon the other side of the 
House called for a division of the question, and 
asked that a vote might first be taken upon the 


Bee the Dessnecalt case we are now considering; and yet he says to proposition e¢ that this rebellion shall be effect- 

bn Bea cratic party brought into power un- || his fellow-copperheads, those, if any there be, || ually put down. Upon that one hundred and 

a ae oe n policies or on any such platform as that. || who crawl with him, that there is no such thing || twenty-five gentlemen vote d inthe affirmative, and 

et . yo carry toe Th 1 want the Republican | as a war Democrat, for a creature of that kind is || not one in the ae It pass d naepaoneey: 

yes a take the saeaaial weer a —— anomalous. [Laughter.] l may be pardoned, a And he es in peeene ae mae , meee ong 

é, let them on the v* vey get the plunder, \| therefore, if | have difficulty in comprehending || that one vundred and yes _eoges age dtere 9 - 
, Hate, Now, si © Consequences, | his own nature or knowing exactly where in the |! league, [Mr. Lone,} whose case 1s now un 

» Sir, can there 


be such a thing as a con- || 
No, sir, a man cannot be | 
nd be conservative. 


Bervat scale to place him. 
But at the close of his remarks the gentleman | 


Re- || from New York seemed in some small degree to || 


consideration. He then voted his opimon asa 
member of the House of Representatives that this 
rebellion ought to be effectually put down. Itis 


ive Republican ? 


and if it ) 
é * modern Republican a 





3, 
+ 
tad 


ae 


ie 
¥ 





for him and for the onntry to recor eile 5 if it he 


é ' 
possible, that declaration then solemnly made by 


huis recorded vote »with his belief now announced 
that the rebellion caunot be put down, and that 
there remains nothing for us butto recognize that 
insurrectionary pretended government and t 
cept it as one of the nationalities of the world. 
The remaining clause of that second resolution 


was likewise carried by the unanimous consent of 
the House. Gentlemen upon the other side af 
fe ted to believe that ** the causes of the rebel 
lion’? were not what I plainly intended—slavery 
and the slave power, and the slave influence in 
this country; and so we united, they construing 


the language of the resolution in one way, and I 
and all the Union members here in another. By 
that motion, then, perhaps nothing was taken. 


Under 


such a subterfuge gentlemen escaped the 


’ 
i re remained another resolution, the third 

and last of the series: 
* Resolved, Thatin this struggle which is going on for the 
saving of our country and tree Goverument. there is no 


middie ground on which any good citizen or true patriot 
eon stand; neutrality, or indifference, or anything shortot 
a hearty support of the Government, being a crime where 
the question is between loyalty and treason.’’ 

That resolution also passed this Elouse by a 
“unanimous vote. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Fernanpo Woop] was not present 


and some who were present did not vot 


hundred and nine, being all that did vote upon 


: 


* but one 


the question, recorded their names in the affirma- 
tive. Again there was not one negative My 
we bave now before us, was 
here, Fle had vated on the previous resolution 
With some 
fifteen other gentlemen upon that side of th 


House 


avoided being brought to a test whether they be- 


coll ague, Whose cast 
but dechned to answer upon this, 
he preferred to dodge the issue, and they 


heved in such middle ground or not, Upon this 
middle ground, upon which it was agreed no patriot 
or true man can stand, the gentleman from New 
York {Mr. FERNANDO W oop] selects his uncer- 
tain footing. Itis the dark, oozy, unwholesome 
soil, between the solid earth on either side, over 
which unclassified copperheads do creep, and 
mark their slimy and doubtful track. 

But what ussurance have we that the member 
from New York is going to occupy hereafter and 
consistently even the ‘ 
day? HH: 


rround he has assumed to- 
Hie declares 
against the war; he is for compromise ; 
tation with rebels; for peace to be acquired in 
that way. Yet unlike my colleague [Mr. Lone] 
he would not think of giving up the it j 
the Union. ? W here 
stood he at the beginning and after the beginning 
of this great struggle for the life of the nation? I 


will turn aside here for a moment to consider as 
| 


says he is no disunionist. 


for ne 7O- 





Sut whatare his antecedents 


one of the remarkable passages in the speech of 


my colleague (Mr, Lone] the account he has 
sought to impose upon the country of the com- 
mencement of the war; and then I will see if we 
can find what position was in that earlier day 
taken by the gentleman from New York. 

My colleague (Mr. Lone] in the speech for the 
utterance of which he is now held to account be- 
tore the House has said that hostilities against 
the Government of the United States did not com- 
mence until after the inauguration of President 
Lincoln. He dec] ires that those hostilities were 
brought on by the desire of the President of the 
United States; and the country being drawn into 
thy atrick the war proceeded and from that point 
hus been progressing. ‘That I may not be sup- 
posed to misrepresent his language I will read 
from the report of his speech as I have it now be- 
fore me: 

‘A secret meeting of the Governors of a number of States 
was soon after held in this city. A scheme was devised 
and a vessel sent out, under pretense of furnishing provis 
lons to the troops with Major Anderson in Fort Sumter. 
On arriving In Charleston harbor the people of that city 
fired upon the fort, The telegraph bore the news to this 
eity, and on its first mention to the President he exclaim d, 
‘J knew they would do it ;? which to my mind is conclusive 
that it was intended expressly for that purpose. Seventy- 
five thousand men were immediateiy called for; war was 
hoaugarated 5; twe nty days we re given lobe insurgents to jay 
down their arms; an additional five hundred thousand men 
were soon called for; hostilities commenced.” 

That, Mr. Speaker, professes to be history; 
and yeta more gross, more unwarrantable, | older 
perversion and misrepresentation of facts was 
never pr rhaps pre sented to the public ear. Hos- 
tilities commenced! When? After Mr. Lincoln 
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itegrity of 


was inaugurated, he says, and not until then; 
after relief had been sent to the garrison at Fort 
Sumter; after relief had been sent there for the 
pos of provoki * hostilities; after troops 
d out time and again to put down 
Now, is it not well known that 

efore Mr. Lincoln, by inauguration, became the 
President of the United States, as early as in the 
December previous, our own western steamboats 
were attacked and our travel and commerce inter- 


‘ runner 
very pu 


| id been « lI 


t surgents. 


rupte d and stopped by batteries planted for that | 


purpose on the banks of the Mississippi river by 
ord r of the rebel Gove rnor of one of the rebel 
States? Is it not known to all that in January, 
1861, an ocean steamer, the Star of the West, 
bearing our flag, was fired upon as she entered 
the harbor of Charleston and compelled to turn 
and put to sea, as from a hostile port. And yet, 
my colleague here, in the face of these and other 
notorious facts, as I have heard others equally 
reckless elsewhere, dares, for the sake of putting 
his own Government in the wrong, to aver that 


not the traitor rebels but our own authorities in- | 


augurated civil war; fixing its commencement 
months afier these events bad transpired. 

[said 1 would refer to this with 
a view to the former position of the gentleman 


) 
But to return. 


from New York, [Mr. Fernanpo Woop.] When- 


ever and however hostiliues commenced, where 
then was he, and what was his relation to the 


t 


rreat rebellious movement by which was sought 


to be destroyed the integrity and unity of his | 


countrys 


W hen our difficulties with the South were ripen- | 


ing iuto war, when hostilities were actually com- 
meneed, when it was not known how far disaf- 
fection mightextend throughout the several States 
of this Union, there was a mayor of New York 
who proposed that that city should secede from 
the Government of the United States, and set up 
for itself as a ** free city,” on the pattern of inde- 
pendent political communities of that sort known 
on the European continent. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentle- 
man from Ohio yield to the gentleman from New 
York? 

Mr. SCHENCK. I cannot be interrupted, sir, 
bat will continue as the gentleman insisted on 
doing when others sought to interrupt him. 

Not that alone, sir; the same mayor of New 





| York, after rebellion was already rampant, when 


boxes filled with arms were stopped by the loyal 
city authorities onthe wharves of New York, and 
not permitted to go South, that weapons might be 
put into the hands of those infernal scoundrels 
who were seeking to overthrow the Government 
and the country; that same mayor, on being tel- 
egraphed to, replied that he regretted he had no 
power over the matter, or he would gladly prevent 
any interference with such transmission of these 
munitions of war. 

Mr. FERN * NDO WOOD. 


Mr. Speaker 
Mr. SCHULNCK. 





} 


tleman on this floor, and without hearing him 
now, I give him the benefit of that denial. Bu 

I | the | fit of that d l. But 
he shall also have the bencfit of the positive proof 


produced and published widely in the papers of 


New York a few days afterwards, nailing upon 
him the falsity of the denial which he presented 
to this House. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Speake tr 

Mr. SCHENCK. Iam not to be interrupted 
by that member. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. 
states what is false. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I have met rebels before, 
when they had something more than tongues with 
which to contend, and Lam not to be interrupted 
or put down by the member from New York. As 
that gentleman has entertained the House by the 
reading of some precious extracts, I propose also 
to send something to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 
It is an extract from a paper recently published 
in his own city. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“Mr. Pernanpo Woop has the effrontery to deny, in 
the Louse, that while mayor of New York he sent a dis- 
patch to Georgia regretting that arms intended for that State 
had been stopped in New York. He averred that his dis- 
patch relaied to merchandise only. Llere are the dispatches: 

MILLEDGEVILLE, January 24, 1861. 
To his Honor Mayor Woop: 3 


The gentleman 


Yes, I know that that has | 
been denied here, a short time ago, by that gen- | 





Is it true that any arma intended for and consigned to | 


‘LOBE, 


+ House ?”? 





the State of Georgia have be hh seized } 


in New York? Youranswer is importan t i 
York. Answer at once. R. ‘I ad, 
4 ; 
**'To this the mayor returned the full Vine 


Hon. Ropertr Toomss, Milledgeville. CG 


In reply to your dispatch I regret tw say 1 
tended for and consigned to the State of Goor. 
seized by the police of this State, but that t 
York should in nu way be made re spousible forthe New s 
As mayor | have no authority over thy po Ss . 
the power IT should summarily punish the f ' 
illegal and unjustifiable seizure of privat, pr per 
FERNANDO Wi 
** Now what excuse will Mr. Woop hay to 


Mr. SCHENCK. That will fo. 1 % 
the question myself; ask it, too, under th, 
of the further fact that six days before: ‘ 
tempt to give comfort to reb: ls in arms. os. ! 
had solemnly declared her secession 4; 
Union, and set herself up by that soley \ 
open rebellion. Itwasan * outrage” nor: | 


arms, and he is no war Democrat! Sj- 

war Democrat, but what kind of a war PD 

His “‘ war Democracy’ cous Sts Inan indo; 

of a war by his fellow-rioters, led forward ‘ 

the influence of his teachings in New Yo, vl 

foully and eruclly murdered, among ot ne 

one of the officers of your noble Army wh 

ing the national uniform! : 
Oh, no; probably he slunk away inthe 

that riot. Probably he was not seen in th 

Probably he held no weapon in his hand 

plied no torch to any dwelling. But 

not know thatit was the uniforma teach 

and his school that roused that anery, 

flecting, that ignorant populace into d 

lence, of ruin, of rapine, of murder, 


lies 


i) W 
indulged? , 
And now he stands nere talking smooth|y 
peace, and about being no war Democrat! 
sut, sir, | have another reminiscence for 
There was atime when he was a war Dewoerat . 


| —ay, anda war Democrat of the true stri 


| or dishonor, as you will—from the same sia 


not a waragainst defenseless women and « 
in the streets of New York. After he | 
posed the secession of the city of New York 
he regretted that he could not help Georgia 
arms, he became, about the 17th or 18th of A 
1861, alarmed by the roused indigi 


| swelling voices of a then whole, united Joya 


ple, and met and addressed that people at 
| great meeting in Union square. And there 

pledged himself to assembled thousands t 

was for the war, and was for the Union. | 


prehend he found it convenient to have itu 

stood then that he was a war Democrat, just 

those whom he now denounces around hi 
Perhaps he will deny this too. Let him. [ap- 

pening to be present in New York, and inv 

I spoke on that occasion—you may call it! 


with him to those assembled thousands. | liad a 
no acquaintance with him, but 1 stood near him 
while he was thus delivering himself and mak 
those loyal pledges and avowals. Dp 
I say, therefore, that I do not know what k 
of a war Democrat he may be hereafter, whether 
he will be against his own people and the Gov ' 
ernment of the United States, as lie is now, or 
against the insurgents, as he was then. His 
present profession is to be neither, but to craw! 
along on the border between the two and try 
neutrality, which has never yet been attemp! y 
by any State or people that it has not proves the 
curseand ruin. Bat, sir, he would propose terms 
of peace, and that peace he would offer to 
who scorn him. He would propose 
peace to those who will extend to him | ane : 
of welcome at his coming. But still he will press ; 
uponhis southern friends his good offices," 
as they may be. ca 
Sir, he sings this siren song of peace for" 
fect he hopes it may have at home. I ask 
again, what mode of seeking peace Is (hat xo Is 
to crawl prostrate to the feet of insurgen 
and say to them, ‘* Do with us as you wil! 
from the flag of our glorious Union half its gies 
ing stripes, blot out as many of those stars ®) ' 
can reach and extinguish, only join us ase 
you may help us to save the Democratic . 
so that we may hereafter, as her tofore, 
power and the offices together. For these ~ 
so humble ourselves as none of God oS wl 
ever humbled themselves before. (L os a as 
Mr. Speaker, the member from New Yor 


Ss 


ts} 


) 








hen. His 
it to craWi 
jo & d try 
1 attempt 
roved the 


ynose terms 
{ 


im] 
e will press 
PS, rt uctalt 
e for th 
I ask 
that exce 
entsil 
yu wi 


If its gi 


) 


stars 
sagal tines 
ralic 
fore, ¢ 
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{Laug! ter j 
w York has 


ipying the time of the House with the 

S. ereat numberof extracts to show the 

a res iin men prior to this war, or about 
riigeommencement, Some of these ex- 

trivuted to abolitionists, some to men 
but he strings them alltogether, 


ereby, if he can, to fill his magazine 


‘ 


ons of assault against the Government 
’ sh this side of the Chamber. 

sot listen to much that was read. I care 
I aid it for the purposes of this argument. 
i bio) observe in the course of that reading 
ee. Lappened in two or three instances 
, ve what purported to be the sentiments 
~ons ef certain members of this body 
: ; present, those extracts were promptly 
” as forgeries, indorsed though they 
reputable member from New York. 
i oe unlikely that these spurious specimens 

te the character of the whole collection. 
+ sir, Lam not here to defend any man. I 
ete to mquire whether this man or the 


» abolitionist, a Democrat, a Whig, 
‘Republican, or what may have been their 
s, prudent or imprade nt, wise or unwise, 

or unpatriotic, on any other or former 

yn; whether they were rightor wrong then; 


gone by. Men might very widely 
| differently express themselves on the 
eye of such a convulsion. They might widely 


ts 


too, as lo what course was most expedient 
sued in order toavert the great calamity 


r from the land. 
liree years have now gone by. We are in the 
midst of that war. Armies are confronting ar- 
nies; bayonets are crossed with bayonets. The 


eyments now to be used and the only argu- 
ments to be used are the incisive, cutting reason- 
f tie sword, the sharp-pointed remark of 
yonet, the knock-down conclusion of the 
It is in the midst of such 
nd practical debate as this that the gentle- 


; ' ' 
ae unbshe ll. 


m New York comes forward and proposes | 


| 


» the arrogant and insolent demands of 
rebels, bearing in his hands as_prece- 
s his collection of extracts, genuine or other- 

, culled from what may have been written in 
otiier times and under other circumstances. If 
lw made those quotations for any purpose at all 
vould only have been to show that others had 
{upon his ground. But the difference of 
siou is as Wide as heaven from hell. Admit 
that those men were wrong, admit that they were 
itfaultin proposing, if they did do so, any 
such expedients. It only follows that they did 
rpeople, orthe power ofself-preservation which 

! in ourGovernment. What parallel is there 
tween such hesitation then and the concessions 


W would be made by this man here now upon 
this floor, and almost in the very presence of the 
public enemy? 

: y 


Mr, Speaker, I can understand how, in the 


D ‘ . 

Kevolution, when these States, then colonies, 
Hrokeaway from the mother country, many aman 
Who was attached to monarchical institutions, or 


ew form of government to be reached through 
vrors of war, might have shrunk back and 

ena Tory of that day. 

but how, afler the better part of a century has 

gone by, and this great Government, under the 


las goneon prospering and to prosper, when 
smade its mark high on the roll of nations, 
‘tie hopes of a world have clustered around 
» how any one with this history and triumph be- 
é hun can to-day doubt or distrust or bargain 
s country’s nationality, ismorethan Lcan 
Mprelend. I declare, sir, that in my opinion 
worst Tory of the Revolution was a patriot 
‘* gentleman compared with a copperhead of 
Ind. [Applause.] 
Mr. Speaker, we are, as I have stated, in the 
‘eneeoftheenemy. Every man in this Union 
“Jay, li One sense, a citizen soldier. Our 
‘Me ave either inthe lines of the Union Army 
font facing sand fighting the foe, or they are 
“| ‘He rear striving by every means possible to 
re ngthe n and advance the common cause, 
the eens man is acitizen soldier; and we 
“0 are here no less go than others. Now, when 
* soldier is marching with the Army toward the 


v 
y il 


l 


then asnow understand the true character of | 


enemy, or holding his place inline of battle ready 


to mect the onset or to make the charge, if that 


! i P 
suldicr—and | beg pardon of our honest, brave 


- +) ' e le 
fellows in the field for even making such a sup- 


posittion— if that so 


ldier, instead of attending to 
his stern and given purpos 


tothe co sideration 
how he shall best acquit himself in the deadly 
, him, and to the duty which lies 
present there for him to do, should turn to his 
comrades about him, saying to one, ** We can- 

** to another, ** We had bet- 
ter lay down our arms;’’ toanother, ** Our cause 
Is Wrong; we never can conquer;” 


struggle before 


‘ 
’ 


not beat the ene my; 


and to an- 
other, * Let us demand of our commanding offi- 
cer tostop shedding blood, and have a truce be- 
tween the two armies’’—if a soldier at such a 
time should talk thus in the ranks, what would 
you do withhim? You would shoot him! 

And isacitizen soldier who undertakes to breed 
distraction in the country, who claims that we 
cannot put down the rebellion, who insists that 
the rebellion,in his view, is altogether right and 
justifiable, who would compromise, who would 
temporize, Who would have his Goyernment de- 
based to the condition of be eging peace from in- 
surgents, ls he less dest rving of execration and 
punishment? Though we may not execute such 
a man on the appropriate gallows erected for crim- 
inals, yet, thank God, there is a gibbet of public 
opinion where we can hang him high as Haman 
and hold him there, the scorn of all nations and 
of the world. [Appl use. | 

A few words now more direetly to the resolu- 
tion before the House. I wish | had as much 
strength—having just risen from a sick-bed—as 
1 have desire to go on a little further with this ex- 
amination. 

The resolution proposes the expulsion of a 
member of this House. It proposes expulsion 
for the use of language 4an debate upon this floor. 

The first objection taken to this resolution is 
that its passage would be a dangerous interfer- 


ence with the liberty of speech. You must not 


| abridge the freedom of debate in these Halls, de- 


ulof rushing upon the untried experiments of | 


ition adopted at the close of that Revolu- 


voted to the discussion of great interests upon the 
right adjustment of which the future prosperity 
of our country depends. 

And, sir, there is something plausible in that 
objection. Freedom of speech in a free Govern- 


ment isindeed important; and the full privilege of 


fearless and unrestrained debate is nowhere more 
important than in these Halls of legislation, where 
we are meeting and settling the gravest and deep- 
est questions. This principle was not overlooked, 
we are to believe, by the fathers who framed our 


national Constitution. Yet the ventloman from 


Kentucky, [Mr. Matrory,] who quoted the Con- 
stitution yesterday on this point, most strangely 
omitted a material and significant portion of the 
clause which he cited. Herose in his place and 
| called solemnly upon the country—called upon 
you and called upon this House—to witness that 
here wasan attemptto muzzlea Representative of 
the people, and that, too, in viglation of our or- 
ganic law, which in very terms provides that ** no 
member shall be questioned for any speech or 
debate in either Hlouse.’’ Surprised at such as- 
sertion, I took occasion then to remind him that 
| that was by no means all the Constitution says 
upon that subject. In treating of the powers of 
Congress, it provided, among other things, that 
st natqrs and Re presentatives 
* Shallin all eases, except treason, felony, and breach of 
the peace, be privileged fro arrest during their attendance 
at the session of their respective Houses, and in going to 


and returning from the same; and for any speech or d 
bate in either Llouse, they shall not be questioned in any 
other place.”’ 

Ah, sir, ‘Sin any other place.’? While the fram- 
ers of this sacred Instrument were taking care 
jealously to protect and hedge around this freedom 
of debate so that the Representatives of the peo- 
ple might be left to speak fearlessly and without 
favor liere on all subjects and free from any lia- 
bility to be called to account for such speech else- 
where, they with equal wisdom took care to put 
ina condition that each House was expected to 
see to and preserve itsown purity and character. 
The House was to take care that there should be 
nothing said or done here, here above all other 
places, which should be prejudicial to good order 
or inimical to the liberties of this country; noth- 
ing which might tend to give up or abandon or 
break down the very Government itself. 1 do 
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not wonder that gentlemen engaged in the des 
perate cause of defending treasonable utterances 
on this floor should be unwilling to quote the 
whole language of the Constitution, but should 
garble, clip, travesty itvand ke ep out of view that 
which was put there by wise foresight to meet 
exactly such tases as this in hand. 

But gentlemen make another defense. They say 
the words of my colleague were not treasonable 
utterances. In one sense they are right. Treason 
is defined by law and by the Constitution. It 
consists not in language, but in certain overt acts, 
and it can be proved only by certain measure and 
degrees of testimony. Butitdoesnot necessarily 
follow that when you are arraigning a member 
for language improper to be used, or acts improp- 
er to be done, upon this floor, you must try him 
only as if by the strict forms and rules of jaw in 
a judicial court. Ll can conceive many instances 
in which offense might be given here, requiring 
the intervention of the House and calling for its 
severest punishment, where there has been noth- 
ing even savoring of treason, A member might 
make an indecent exposure of his person; he 
might use language so profane and obscene and 
offensive in character as to require that he should 
be instantly expelled, and no more and no longer 
be permitted to remain as one of our body, and 
yet not be guilty of treason or of any other crime 
defined by the statutes of the country. 

lam not, therefore, in supporting this resolu- 
tion, driven to the necessity of taking the ground 
that treason has been committed. And when I 
say that the language used was treasonable, | 
mean to be understood in this qualified sense, that 
while there may not have been a crime commit- 
ted for which he might be held to account before 
the other tribunals of the country, yet such words 
being uttered here and at this particular time, fla- 
grante bello, with the rebel force at our very doors, 
they become in their tendency and effeet encour- 
agement to the rebellion and an instigation to the 
enemies of the nation to go on in their attempts 
to overthrow it. 

Now, sir, [was not present when my colleague 
|Mr. Lone] delivered his speech, 1 was in my 
room, unable by reason of illness to be in my 
place. But I have a full, official, and authorized 
report of that speech; and to satisfy me that he 
deserves the heavy punishment proposed, I do 
not need to look any further than to passages in 
it which strike my eye now as I hold it here in 
my hand. [ will read: 

* Mr. Chainman, [ have deemed it proper tins to advert to 
the charges of encouragement to the contederates so re 
peatedly made upon this floor, and Lagain recur to the con 
feration of the Union. Cau the Union be restored by 
wal [ answer most unhesitatingly and deliberately, No, 
never; ‘war is final, eternal separation,’ *’ 


sik 


Again, in speaking of the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Stevens,] andin 
trying to ally those opinions to his—with what 
want of success the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has most triumphantly shown—he says: 

“The confederate States are out of the Union, occupy 
ing the position of an independent Power de facto, have 
becu acknowledged as a belligerent both by foreign uations 
and our own Government, diaintained their dectaration of 
independence for three years by foree of arms, and that 
the war las cut asunder all the ligaments and abrogated all 
the obligations that bound them under the Constitution.” 

Here, sir, [ propose to make one single remark 
in reference to my own view of this subject—of 
the rights of these seceding States and of the peo- 
ple of those States. I belong to that class of the- 
orists—for we all have theories on these subjects 
—who believe that the rebels by their insurrec- 
tion and making war on their Government have 
forfeited, if we choose to enforce that forfeiture, 
all their rights as citizens of this country, and yet 


have not released themselves from a single one of 


their obligations. And Lhold, therefore, that we 
must press them with fire and sword in order to 
bring them back again into subjection to the law 
of the land, and to their places as good and law- 
abiding citizens, asif they were foreigners; and at 
the same time we have tie right, because they are 
not foreigners and have not rid themselves of thee 
obligations under the Constitution, to treat them 
as traitors under the law. In other werds—to 
use a homely fizure—we pursue them with a 
double-barreled gun. Wemay shoot them as bel- 
ligerents, or we may shoot them as traitors They 
are subjects, on the one hand, for the sword, be- 
cause they have themselves taken the sword and 
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brought the curse thus upon themselves; and they 


t 
> 


are, on the other h ind, tne sul jecits¢ ls roof hye mp 


, 
to be raised to the elevation which only properly 
b long to ich traitors rig r 

put my colleague, {Mr. Lone,] in these re- 
markabie utterances of his, says that these pe 
le are entirely free, and that th® war he it 
asundes | the ligaments and abrogated a { 
obligations which bound them under the C 
tution. Mark that. Let us pause a moment m 
on that "The y have cut them elves free from l 
ligaments, andallobligationsare abrogated! ‘Then 
there is no such thing asa traitor in this land. 
Then Jeff. Davis is an honest and patriotic citi- 
zen, entitled to the right hand of fellowship. HH 
has freed himself from every obligation. He 
owes no duty to the law Hi owes nothing to 
the Constitution. There is no possibility of pur- 
Bsulng him and bringing him to punishment with- 
out doing him a wrong. And this is the doctrine 
preached hereinan American Congress! And wi 
are expected not to Say that the man whot is 


uiks in his place 
tills Hous: 

\ colleague of mine, {Mr. Garricip,] replying 
(Mr. Lone,] spoke ot 
him as a brave, bold man. I agree with him. 
in. Well, 
Thatis between himself and 
But I find it difficult to understand how 


‘ 


here is unfit to hold a seat in 


to that other colleag ie, 


tle spoke of him, also,as an honest m 
he may be honest. 
his God. 


nian, intelligent and able as this speech proves 
its author to be, can be so dangerously wrong, 
nnd yet with innocent purpose. This speech 
3s made, not on the spur of the moment, but 
after lone weeks of careful preparation, of pi 


ing and filing: and it will not do to let him off on 


the supposition that it isa mere misapprehension 
or mistake on his part I accept the issu which he 
presents Either he is all wrong and bad on this 


subject, and is siding with the enemies of his coun- 
try,or weareall wrong. ‘The member from New 
York says we are the disunionists. If so, sir, we 
We the dis- 
mists on this side of the House: we, whoup- 
ld the Government; we, who vote men, mone y 
means, all the m ul] 


’ 


have asingular 


way of showing it. 


’ 
the money, all the means 


. 


ill Appliances for carrying on the war to 
erush this unholy rebellion; we the disunion 
sats, and he, forsooth, the Simon Pure patriot of 
the land! 

Weil, there is a class of people in this country 
wero have almost persuaded thie elves, by fre- 
( t repetition, that they are in favor of tl 
{ mm, Wille at Lhe same time by their speeches, 
the voles, and their actions, they refu xe to do 
enyt yr to sustain it; men who « ven prod laim 
that y are in favor of @ Vigorous prosecution 
of the war, too, and yet vote avaingt every prac- 
tical measure for sustaining our armies in the 
field And then these men turn upon us and say, 
‘*We are with you; we are in favor of putting 
uoOW t rebelli ny, we believe that it can only 

I ually crushed by the strong arm of power; 
bul e donot like Lhe way inwhich youare see k- 
ing to accomplish your just object. You sus- 
r | the habeas corpus, you Indulge in arbitrary 
arrests, you suppress freedom of speech. When 
the robberis in your house, you will not sitdown 
vith us and count the cost, to see how much it 
will take toturnhim out. When the murderer is 


in your home, with his knifeat the throat of your 
wife and children, you do not ask him to wait, 
as you should, tll you can run to the nearest 


justice of the peace, make an affidavit, and have 
him regularly arrested according to law, and there- 
fore we cannot go with you in your measures.”’ 

Ubi is one classical precedent for them in 
these extra rdinary posilionSs which | beg to com- 
mend to gentlemen upon the other side, and | 
Know there are a good many of them distin- 
guished for their knowledge and familiarity with 
the English and other classics. } 


If they will look 

to Guiliver’s Travels, that admirable and popu- 
ar satire of Dean Swift,and see what judgment was 
passed upon the great Man Mountain by his little 


Lilliputian trends upon the occasion of his ex- 


unguishing the flames which were destroying the 


jueen's palace, they will comprehend the rea- 
sonablencss of their objections. It was a good 
thing to stop the conflagration, but very bad to 
apply the wrong meays for doing it. [Great 
laughter. 


But I have been drawn away from asking your 


attention to further most objectionable portions 


rue is arraigned. 


of t speech on which my colle 


‘As will be judged, perhaps, by the tenor of these remarks, 
I » reluctantly and despondingly torced to the conclusion 
that the on is lost never to be restored.”’ 

Ag he say 

What een predicted by our wisest and most emi 
nent statesmen has come to pass: in grasping at the shadow 
we have lostthe substance; in striving to retain the casketof 

which ourjewels were contiued we have lost those 
pre us muniments of freedom. Our Government, as all 
know.is notanything resembling Whatit was Uiree years ago; 
there is not one single vestige of the Constitution remain- 
ing; every clause aud every letter of it Nas been violated, 
and [have no idea myself that it will ever again be re- 
spected.”? 

And again: 

‘Mr. Chairman, | take little or no interest in the dis- 
cussion of the question which many of my political friends 
would make an issue, as to how this war shall be prose 
cuted, its manner and object. I regard that as worse than 
trifling with the great question. Ido not believe there can 
be any prosecution of the waragainst a sovereign State un- | 
ler the Constitution, and [ do not believe that a war so 


carried on can be prosecuted so as to render it proper, jus- 
tifilable, or expedient.” 


' 


Then, according to this, we are engaged ina 
war which is improper, unjustifiable, inexpedient, 
and which cannot be prosecuted without result- 
Ing In its consequences In the destruction of our 
Constitution and the overthrow of all free gov- 
ernment in the land. Must these and other like 
expressions pervading the whole of this elaborate 
argument in favor of secession and against pre- 
serving the integrity of our nation go unheeded? 
I-trust not; and I shall greatly have mistaken the 
patriotism and dignity and sense of justice of this 
House if they do. 

Sir, | desire to say in conclusion, in relation to 
this whole matter of the war and our country’s 
trials, that believing strong remedies for desperate 
diseases may be properly resorted to, considering 
that constitutional power may sometimes have 
been strained, but that it has not been exceeded, 
when gentlemen speak with such holy horrorofthe 
possibility of “overleaping the Constitution in or- 
der to save the country,’’ L confess that I do not see 
anything so terrible in that figure. What is the 
Constitution? The form and framework of our 
system under and through which the people may 
carry on their Government. It is, after all, the 
form only, and not the life itself. Mark this dif- 
ference. The builders of this our framework 
have provided in itselfthe mode of its own amend- 
ment and renovation; but no such change was 
The Constitu- 
tion may undergo alteration, but the nationality 
for w it was made must be one and eternal. 
Io those, then, who talk idly of permitting this 
nation to be destroyed rather than see any pro- 
vision of the Constitution in the least exceeded, 
I say that under the pretense of saving the Con- 
stitution they are making war, or encouraging 
those who do make war, upon the very existence 
of the nation; while we who stand by the Gov- 
ernment would try all the powers of that Const- 
tution to the utmost that the nation itself may live. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Speaker, my health is 
not such as to permit any extensive participation 
in this debate. Ido not, however, feel at liberty 
to allow so importanta chapter in the history of 
the country to be written without recording my 
earnest convictions upon the great question which 
is under discussion. 


ver contemplated for the nation. 


time I shall occupy the floor I shall notallow my- 
self to be drawn to any great extent, at least, away 
from the principle which is involved in the motion 
to expel the gentleman from Ohio. I had notthe 
pleasure of hearing the gentleman from Ohio, nor 
have I yet read hisspeech. The position, there- 
fore, which I assume to-day has no reference to 
the merits or demerits of hissentiments. I stand 
upon the naked right of an American Represent- 
ative in Congress to utter his own views. Heis 
not here to utter my views. He is not here to 
utter your views. He is here to utter his own, 
responsible in @ political sense alone to the peo- 
ple who sent him here, and in a moral sense to 
the God before whom we all hasten. And when 
i find a man seeking to become the judge of his 
brother in a matter of private conscience, I find 
| one who would have burned John Rogers at the 

stake and have piled the fagots around the shriek- 
| ing victims at Smithfield. The gentleman from 
'| Ohio, [Mr. Scnencx,} who has just taken his 
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seat, would have led the mob that pelted t 
viour for the freedom of his opinion. Ho, 
have stood among the Scribes and Phar; ; 
the tribunal of Pilate, shouting, “ Relea. } 
bas,’’ but as to the Nazarene, “CO, 
Crucify him!”’ aol 
that time on the hills of Judea as itis now i, 
Halls, and had the gentleman from Ohj. 
Scuenck] lived then he would have bee, - 
enemy as he ts to-day. oo 
Mr. Speaker, this is an old question, T 
The whole history .¢ 
the world is written over in letters of blazing Iie, 
with the cherished deeds of the char oth 


AMpions of fr: 
speech. The same great record contains the er 


e Se. 


Pree « 
ree speech was as 


nal, withering, blasting infamy which foreye. 
clings to those who, as the champions of des. 
potism, are to-day seeking to strike it dow; [ 


stop not to determine whether I indorse a ma: 's 
opinions. I indorse his right to utter them her 
and everywhere. ‘The man who will not do j; . 
himself a coward, and deserves tobeaslaye. Sj, 
such men are fit instruments to crush out liberty 
and in the hands of a tyrantto make slaves of th. 
people. 

Let me read from an authority before w) 
the puny light of the gentleman from Ohio [M, 
Scuenck] pales like that of a rush candle held y 
to the sun at its flerce meridian. I read from 
Daniel Webster, whose great intellect is almog 
a full atonement to the country forall the faults of 
New England: 


** When this and the other House shall lose the freedom 
of speech and debate; when they shall surrender th tht 
of publicly and freely canvassing all important measy 
the Executive; when they shall not be allowed to main 
tain their Own authority and their own privileges by you 
declaration, or resolution, they will then be no longer fre 
representatives of a free people, but slaves themselves 
fit iustruments to make slaves of others.” 


’ 


Sir, I take my stand on this doctrine. I w 
defend it in behalf not only of any man upon t 
side of the House, but justas readily in behalf, 
a politicalopponent. In my opinion I have hea 
from the opposite side of this Chamber du 
my service in Congress much of treason, 
not treason, I withdraw the word; treasor . 
sists notin language, butinacts; but I have heard 
much that was calculated to destroy and disrupt 
the Government; much that was calculated to 
weaken the ties that bind us together as one peo- 
ple; much that tended to the extinction of liberty 
and the oppression of the citizen; much that | 
firmly believe is aimed at the destruction of the 
Constitution and the erection of an absolute des- 
potism. Ido not, however, propose to cxpel mem- 
bers for uttering those outrageous sentiments 
They exercise an unquestionable right in giving 
them expression. And on the other hand I w 
allow no man to call in question my exercise of 
asimilarright. 1am alone responsible to my con- 
stituents. Who is to be my judge, who Is 
the arbiter here? Who is to say when [| sha 
speak, and when I shall be silent; what | shail 
say, and what | shall not say? 

The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Scuencs,| 
when I, supposing he had concluded his remarks, 
rose to address the House a few moments ago, 
shouted back, ‘* Besilent!’’ Be silent! Sir, he 
little dreams of the consequences if he expects \0 
crack his whip as the satrap of this House, bere 
or elsewhere. There are a million and a hai ol 
Democratic voters in this land who wil be con- 
vulsed with an agony of irrepressible rage wea 
it is proposed that their Representatives shai 0° 
silent at the bidding of an insolent party, bicatee 
with unlawful power and steeped in the biooe 
and tears of the nation. 

Sir, I again ask who is to judge the princip'es 
held by a Representative ? W ho is to be the ar- 
biter upon thisgreat question? ‘There can be 0 
one—his constituents. He stands upon the' 
stitution. By it his freedom of opinion and 
speech is made secure. “It cannot be abridged of 
disturbed. He can defy the world, as we here ¢*'y 
you to lay the weight of your finger on this I» 
herent and immortal privilege. We yield to you 
your rights, and you shall yield to us ours, 


ris 


. - = pontiict. 
at once becomes a question of physical cov! a 
I tell you not for a moment to suppose that a £88 


can be placed upon the mouths of the free Ame‘ 


e . > of 
can people without blood running, from th¢ hills 


New England to the mouth of the Colenir. 
all over the northern land. It is the last bulwa 
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it is the hope of freedom. Give us 
~, epeech; give us a free press; give us a free 
HNor-box, and we will stand all else and respond 
” Py call made upon us. Seek to strike these 
eve ‘ p 

od the last hope of the country will go 
wr in b ood and darkness. 


Mr. MORRIS, of New York. 


1864. 


¢ liberty; 


Ol 


W 


Will the gen- 


Mr. VOORHEES. No, sir. No, sir. _ 
Mr. MORRIS, of New York. I only wish to 
chat the gentleman misunderstood the gen- 
van from Ohio, [Mr. ScHENCK. } 

Vr, VOORHEES. J decline to yield. 

Mr.GARFIELD. The gentleman from Ohio 

+ not say ** Be silent.”’ 

“Mr. VOORHEES. This may be as good a 
vp as any to attempt to silence the representa- 
alt the Democratic party. 

“My. GARFIELD. My colleague never said it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The gentleman from Ohio 
; potincommand of this department, (laughter. ] 
Sir, | desire and intend to discuss this great ques- 
fon in a proper temper. I have laid down the 
a sons why | do not feel myself called upon to 
vote expel any man from this House for the dec- 
orous expression of a political opinion. Neither 
will L vote to censure him for such an act. Let 

e state this issue clearly and properly. I hold 

tthe rules of the House protect its decorum, its 

rsonal relations, and, whether men are gentle- 

1 not, enforce a strict regard for gentlemen 

whose presence they are and with whom they 

associate. L hold thata man observing those rules 

asa right under the Constitution to express his 
tical sentiments with the utmost freedom. 

This is all | understand the gentleman from 
Ohio hasdone. You ask me to expel him. Is 

my Representative? Am I responsible for 

a? Are you? Another people sent him here. 
With that people [ leave him. He is their mouth- 
niece, Whatis thisGovernment? A represent- 
tive Government means the voice of the people 
speaking here by every member upon this floor. 
The voiwe of your people of New York speaks 
through you, {to Mr. Fernanpo Woop;]and the 
voice of the constituents of my friend from Cin- 
cinnatispeaks through him. ‘The peopleare here 

i their majesty, speaking through their Repre- 
sentatives. Ask your people to make war upon 
the people of my district, and we will meet you | 
atthe threshold. Let any Representatives seek 
to silence the Representative whom my constit- 
uents send here, and it 1s their insult as well as 
nine. The principle of representation is imme- 
liately destroyed by such a course. A large por- 
tion of the American people, perhaps a majority, 
are at once disfranchised. Their voice is hushed 

n the halls of legislation, and they are simply 
lowed the poor privilege of paying taxes and 
hghting at the bidding of a master. 

Sir, [do not expect to agree with every man’s 
sentiments, but is that a cause for me to seek to 
purge this House of all contrary opinion? Is that 

use for me to arraign men for the political 
scatfold? Is that a cause for me to follow in the 
wake of amodern Robespierre on asmall scale in 
intellect and on a large scale in venom—the gen- 
leman from Ohio, (Mr. Scuencx]—who says | 
men should be shot on account of their opin- 
ns? | know nothing in the character, nothing 

the civil or military career, including his 
movementon Vienna, which gives him the right 
‘0 Assume Superiority over the members on this 
. I listened to his low talk 


say ina 


me 
} 


de of the House. 
utcopperheads creeping out of their holes. It 
Was not language becoming the place where he | 
sands; it was becoming the precincts rather of 
* ser-room political gathering. Indeed, to judge 
‘rom his allusions to Gulliver’s travels, he would 
%e More at home there than he is in the society 
of gentlemen. Sir, he volunteers this assault on 
this side of the House. We have not sought it. 
“very man who has served with me in Congress 
nows that I disiike and avoid personal contro- | 
imnaene peers on this floor. But the tenor 
. of the remarks of the gentleman from || 
— m to invite, tochallenge, to provoke un- | 
peasant controversy. So far as | am concerned | 
who sit around me, we respond with 


a 


and those 
de fiance. 
Mr. 


have th 
t 


Speaker, the general principles which I 
a — out on the subject of freedom of de- 
nas PE y to every person. Iam discussing now 

merely the right of a Democrat on this floor; |! 





I am discussing the right of every Republican on 


this floor. I go further. IL am discussing th 
right of the humblest citizen of America, the right 
to escape the galling yoke of tyra ny and op- 
pression; the last right, what Mr. Webster prop- 
erly called a home-bred right, a fireside privilege, 


on the extreme boundary of which he declared 
he stood, and which should not be called én ques- 
tion anywhere. We are asked to strike that 
down. Run your mind’s eye back over the his- 
tory ofthe world. The dark spirit of bigotry and 
intolerauce once chained down Galileo for saying 
that the world moved, laid him on the damp floor 
of a dungeon, as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Scuenck] would do with his political opponents. 
Opinion was divided. Some said that Galileo was 
right; some said he was wrong. So it will be as 
to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Lone.] But 
while he lay in his festering irons on the floor of 
the dungeon, he exclaimed to himself, ‘The 
world still moves.’’ Chaining his person did not 
chain his thought, could not control his opinion, 
nor contradict the fact which he had discovered. 
Thought is boundless, eternal, and cannot be 
chained nor controlled. You are making a vain 
attempt. You are committinga sacrilege against 
the divinity of human nature. You invade the 
very holy of holies with unclean feet, the in- 
most recesses of man’s nobility, the right to think 
for himself. You are actuated by the same fell 
spirit which a few years ago struck down men 
because they worshiped God according to the die- 
tates.of their own consciences, because they wor- 
shiped Him with a crucifix of their Saviour in 
their hands. It is the same murderous and pro- 
scriptive spirit which in Puritan New England 
whipped, scourged, branded, and seared men and 
women of the Quaker persuasion. Itis the same 
infamous and damnable spirit which has stamped 
undying, condign, loathing, and abhorrence for 
all succeeding uges, on all the names that were 
ever connected with an attempt to crush the free- 
dom of thought and the freedom of speech. 

But, sir, let me go a little further in this con- 
nection. I have a kind regard for the Speaker of 
this House, [Mr. Cotrax.] Nothing but per- 
sonal kindness and acts of personal courtesy have 
ever passed between him and me. I regret ex- 
ceedingly, however, that he has placed himself in 
the attitude of public accuscr on this occasion. | 
think on a short review of the antecedents of his 
own political history he will come to the conclu- 
sion that I did when I heard he had fathered this 
prosecution, thisaccusation—I thought thata little 
charity would well become him, a little of the 
kindliness of his natural nature, if | may be al- 
lowed to use atautologicalexpression. | remem- 
ber that at a time when this country was all at 
peace, when it was moving on a happy, almost 
unruffied sea, a piratical craft was suddenly 
launched on the political waters by one Hinton 
fowan Helper, who, if lam not nystaken, now 
holds office as consul to Buenos A yres ut der the 
Administration you so much love. His |! 
infamous notoriety, recommended assassination, 
recommended cowardly murder, recommended 
that slaveholders be killed by strychnine admin- 
istered by their slaves, recommended the torch to 
the roof and the knife tothethroatofmen, women, 
and children, declared total exterminating wat 
against slaveholders in express terms. If any- 
body disputes this I have the book here to convince 
them. Ilamented, I bowed my head with grief 
when that incendiary book appeared with some 
sixty-eight names of the Republican members of 
this House appended, and the name of the present 
distinguished Speaker at the head of the entire 
list. It was recommended by these signers as a 
work of very great public merit, and approve d for 
general circulation. But I would not expel him 
for that. No, I would not even censure him for 
that,except todiffer with him as one member may 
differ from another. I would argue the question 
with him. I wouldtell him thathe gave hisname 
in a time of profound peace for war; that when 
the smoke and carnage of battle were not ascend- 
ing, when the sky was clear and the sun was 


ook of 


shining, he gave his voice for strife and desolation | 


—for the war of John Brown—of servile insurrec- 
tion; notan honorable war, not a civilized war, 
buta war of murder, of barbarism, of the slaughter 
of women and children in their beds. Such was 
the voice of the present Speaker of the House at 
that time. 
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The Same rentleman now cannot tk lerate the 
gentleman trom Ohio; no, he cannot tolerate the 
rant . : 
sentieman from Ohio. His virtuous, pure, Une 


stained patriotism is shocks d; and he rushes from 


his Speaker chair, springs to the floor, before 


any ovy eise can get ir aresolution, with the ap- 


pearance of saying, **L cannot be held any lon- 
i And yet this 1 he 


: : 
rentieman whose voice was for dishonorabh 


ger; this thing will not do, 


war 
when the country was in acondition of profound 
peace! The gentleman, I! am sure, will noteom- 


plain at this little episode in his political hi ory. 
Those who are swift to accuse should not com- 
plain if their own deeds make retort upon them 
I would be the last man to throw my colleague's 
record in his face but for the spirithe has shown 
here, 


Sir, let him compare faith and works upon the 
i t of the Union, upon the subject of peace, 
upon the subject of fraternity, upou the subject 


of the preservation of our Government, with the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Lone,] and he will 
have no ground to hurl the first stone. The ad- 
monition of the Saviour comes with peculiar force 
to an indorser of the Helper book, to an inciter 
of riot, blood, war, and disunion. Let him that 
is without sin cast the first stone atthe gentleman 
from Ohio for daring to express his sentiments 
upon this floor. If that injunction had been 
obe yed, my colleague would have stayed hia 
hand, and remained in the Speaker’s chair 

But let me inquire a litte further in regard to 
the right of my colleague to deal harshly with the 
political frailties of his fellow-members, This Hail 
was a few evenings ago given up to the great Eng 
lish abolitionist and disunionist, George Thomp- 
son. I do not know whether the Speaker pre- 
sided on that occasion, as he did upon a former 
oceasion of a somewhat similar character, but I 
have no doubt he gave the light of his handsome, 
his amiable, and most beneficent countenance 
Sull he cannot endure that the gentlemen from 
Ohio and Maryland should have their utterances 
upon this floor from their own seats, whatever 
they may be. My distinguished colleague, the 
Speaker, says they were for disunion. For the 
sake of the argument, suppose they were. Letus 
see what kind of company the gentleman himself 
keeps; let us see who it was to whom he gave aid 
and encouragement in his work of destruction 
and career of infamy. I hold in my hand the 
resolutions of the American Anti-Slavery Society, 
passed some time about the year 1850, and two of 
them read as follows: 

“Resolved, That while we would express our deep grat 
itude to all those earnest men and women who find time 
and strength amid their labors in behalf of British reform 
to study, understand, and protest against American sla 
very, to give us their syinpathy and aid by munificentcon 
tril ullLoOns, AND BY HOLDING OUR \ NION UP TO THE COM 
remer oF Europe, we feel it would not be invidious to 
mention William and Mary Howitt, Henry Vineent, and 
GeorGce THOMPSON, as those to whose untiring advocney 


our cause is especially indebted in this country, as well as 
for the hold it has gained on the hearts of the British people. 
Re ed, That the discriminating sense of justice, the 


Ss 
steadfast devotedness, the generous munificence, thé un 
zeal, the industry, skill, taste,and genius with which 
British abolitionists have cooperated with us for the ex- 


tiring 


tinction of slavery, command our gratitude. From the 
abolitionists of England, Scotland, and Ireland, we have 
received renewed and increasing assurances and proots of 


their constant and entightened zeal in behalfot the Amer. 
ican slave Liberal gitts from all of these countries, tall- 
ing behind none of the most bounteous ot former ycars, 
helped to fill the scanty treasury of the slave.”’ 

Cluster round him you men of the Jatter day 
Your love of the Union is a modern invention. 
It comes to you late in life. Itisathing intended 
to deceive. You may as well stand by your old 
disunion colors. Rally, I say, round this Eng- 
lish standard-bearer of the American abolitionists 
of the American Anti-Slavery Society, who holds 
up our Union to the contempt oe derision of 
Europe, and receives public thanks for it. 

Oh! how would the authority and power which 
these men now invoke roll back upon them if it 
were proposed to punish them for their disunion 
principles! But would not punish them for 
even that expression of their sentiments. Notat 
all. If you want a monarchy, you have the right 
to say so. If you want disunion, say s0, ind 
discuss itlike men. Truth is never afraid when 
left free. Error is never a dangerous element 
when truth is Ie ft free to « ombat it. So I say to 
you here, what you have to say, say it; but de 
notenjoy your right thus to speak your sentiments 
and then meanly deny to others the same right 
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The Speaker, however, is doubtless satisfied 
with the political company he keeps, and f have 
no right to complain. 
England, and Wendell Phillips, of America, suit 


his tas Les, he is only accountable for that sort of 


patriousam to those who sent him here. If he 
wishes to hug to his bosom these two unrighteous 
monsters of disunion 


cern of mine. 


and civil war it Is no con- 
And, indeed, it may meet with 
warm approval inmorthern Indiana. It may be 
that he is correctly representing his constituents. 
I differ from him widely, and in doing so | am 
perfectly sure that I properly represent the prin- 
ciples of the district in which I live. According 
to the views of the Speaker, however, the people 
who sent me here ure somewhat old-fashioned in 
their ideas. ‘They live in a beautiful and fruitful 
country. They are setth d in one of the oldest 
and richest portions of our great State. The old 
men were familiar with Harrison and Taylor, 


who both fought Indians on the fertile banks of 


the Wabash and both died in the 
Presidents. ‘They have seen the country prosper 
and become great under the old Constitution and 
principles of the fathers. ‘They do not think that 
you can improve the work of 1789. ‘They do not 
think that Abraham Lincoln can make a better 
Government than the one which suited George 
Washington. They are content with what they 
have. You think you can do better than Jeffer- 
son, Hancock, Madison, and Adams. The people 
I represent do not think you can. If they are to 
choose between forms of government the y would 
take that of Washington instead of that of Lin- 
colin. 

Sir, I too hold, and shall to the last, to the 
Constitution of my fathers. Its great principles 
sustain me while standing here in the face of a 
tyrannical, insolent majority, clinging, like a mar- 
iner at sea with hope almost fled, at times in despair 
for my country, distracted with the darkness 
overhead and the storm around, still clinging to 
and willing to perish on that Constitution, un- 
changed in letter and spirit, believing that it will 
better restore this Union, if duly administered, 


than any other instrument which the wisdom of 


man can give this downtrodden people. 

You cannot come to me with your charges 
about the war. I have done my duty. 
lar of money has been paid out to feed and clothe 
the soldiers for which | have not voted, unless 
detained by sickness from my seat. I did not 
want this war, itis true. I thought it might have 
been and ought to have been avoided. I think 
to-day that peaceful remedies will better restore 
the Union than the prosecution of war under our 
present Administration. But while weare in war 
i staud by the soldier in the field. The domi- 
neering gentleman from the third district of Ohio 
(Mr. Scuenck] cannot say as much. I will now 
attend to him for a few moments. 

Mr. Speaker, I will send to the Clerk’s desk 
to be read a curious paper which shows how the 
gentleman from the Dayton district gave aid and 
comfert to the enemy in time of war at a former 
period of our history. How violent was that 
gentleman a while ago! How unsparing his de- 
nunciations! How fiercely he glared upon this 
side of the House! If he had the power to wreak 
the wishes that were inflaming his soul he would 
have waged a more dangerous war upon us here 
than he has ever been able to wage upon the 
evemy in the field. How savagely ke menaced 
this side of the House! Aidand comfort to the 
enemy! I will prove the gentleman himself guilty 
of that crime by his own statements. 

You say that speaking against war gives aid 
and comfort to the enemy. You say that voting 
against supplics gives aid and comfort to the 
enemy. I will send to the Clerk’s desk a series of 
resolutions offered by the gentleman from Ohio in 
1847, one month before the glorious battle of Buena 
Vista was fought, one month, sir, [to Mr. Cra- 
vens | before you and other gallant gentlemen upon 
this floor charged the enemy through a hail of 
ceath on that field, a batue-field which gavea Presi- 
dent to the Republic. 


It will be seen that whether or not the genile- | 


man from Ohio had a Mexican face, he had a 
Mexican heart at that time in his breast. He was 
then on the side of the enemies of the country. 
He offered resolutions to withdraw our Army from 
Mexico, to be torn, harassed, and scourged by 
the enemy hanging upon its rear. We were figlit- 


If George Thompson, of 


mansion of 


No dol- 
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ing a foreign Power then. Are the southern 
people worse than a foreign people? Will you 
wage amore relentless war upon them than upon 
Are Mexicans better than the peo- 
ple of Virginia, Tennessee, Louisiana, and the 
At the expense of being 
declared disloyal, | say that Il would be willing 
to take them back into my fraternal embrace un- 
erms of the old Constitution, Ay, sir, 
gladly and fondly. I would rather make peace 
with them than with the filthy, broken, fragment- 
ary, diluted race of Mexicans. I ask the Clerk 
to read the resolutions. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


foreigners? 


other southern States? 


der the 


**Resolved hy the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of Americain Congress assembled, That,in 
order to terminate the war unhappily existing between the 
United States and Mexico, with due regard to the rights and 
national existence and independence ot the two republics, 


and with a view to bring about an honorable peace, the | 


President of the United States be requested to withdraw all 
troops and military forces of the United States now west of 
the Rio Grande in Mexico to the east side of that river. 

‘That all volunteers now in the service of the United 
States be discharged, taking due care, in the order of dis 
charge, that provision be made for the return of all such 
volunteers to their respective homes, or to the States in 
which they were mustered into the service of the Govern 
mnent 

“ Thatthe President be requested and advised to keep all, 
or such portion as he may deem necessary for that purpose, 


of the regular Army under his command, along or near the | 
western frontier ot the United States, prepared to repel or | 
prevent any encroachment or depredation by Mexican citi- | 
zens or soldiers, on the territory, property, or people of this | 
Union, while any question or controversy shall remain un- | 


setded between the Governinents of Mexico and the United 
States: Provided, That this shall not be construed to mean 
that the Presidentis advised against retaining possession of 
the disputed country between the western limit of the State 
of Texas and the Rio Grande, until such time as a treaty 
setting a definitive boundary line between the United States 
and Mexico shall be concluded between the two Govern- 
ments, if the President, in bis discretion, shall deem that 
such continued forcible possession of that disputed territory 
will tend to promote the making of such treaty. 

“That the President be advised and requested to prose- 
cute the existing war against the Governmentof Mexico by 
effectually blockading or seizing and retaining, with every 
proper security, the harbors, ports of entry, and custom 
houses of Mexico, on the Guli of Mexicoand onthe Pacific 
coast of that country; andto hold the same until such time 
as a treaty of peace may be made and ratified between the 
Governments of Mexico and the United States, establishing 
a permanent boundary line between the territories of the 
two couniries, liquidating and adjusting, and paying or 
securing to be paid, all justindemnities for spoliations com- 
mitted by Mexico or her eitizenus upon the persons or prop- 


erty of the citizens of the United States, and settling all | 


other questions or causes of controversy between the two 


'| Governments. 


“That duties shall be levied upon goods, wares, and mer- 


chandise imported into Mexico, at the ports of entry and 


custom-houses that may be held in possession by the author 
ities of the United States, at the same rate and collected 


in like manner as such duties are levied and collected for || 
the time being at the custom-houses of the United States, | 
and the precceds of duties, so collected in Mexico, shall | 
constitute and be madea fund, to be held as security against | 


Mexico until she shall agree to and conclude a treaty as 
aforesaid. 
‘That no further increase of the present regular Army of 


the United States shall be made by enlistment or otherwise; || 


but, as fast as the terms of enlistment of soldiers now in 


service may expise, the Army shall be reduced until it is | 


brought to the number that was in service on the Ist day of 
January, 1847. 

* And be it further resolved, That it is against the policy 
and interest of this Government to wage a war forthe con- 
quest of territory, and there should not be acquired, by any 
treaty to be negotiated and concluded between the Govern- 
ments of the United States and Mexico, any territory what- 
everadditional to the territory now lying legally and properly 


Within the present limits of the United States, or within | 


the boundary of any now existing State of this Union, 

‘* And be it further resolved, ‘That no application of any 
money appropriated, or to be appropriated, by act of this 
Congress, for carrying on the extsting war with Mexico, or 
for increasing, strengthening, or in any way supplying the 


military or naval detenses or forces of this Government, | 
|| shall be made, nor is any expenditure thereof authorized, 
} except such application and expenditure be strictly in ae- 
|; cordance with the declaration and provisions of these res- 


olutions.”’ 


Mr. VOORHEES. The House has heard the 


resolutions that I have sentupto beread. Ihave 


simply to ss y in regard to them that if members | 


upon this side of the House are traitors in con- 
sequence 
present war, the gentleman from Ohio was a trai- 
tor in January, 1847, when he introduced these 
resolutions. If there is aid and comfort to the 
rebels in arms in the position of any centeman 
here, then there was aid and comfort thrice over to 
the Mexicans in the resolutions justread. Every 
Mexican lancer that murdered our wounded men 
hailed the name of the gentleman from Ohioas his 
friend. Every guerrilla that preyed upon our 
trains, struck down and murdered weak escorts, 
cutoff supplies from our starving soldiers, hailed 


| rations of the soldier. 


of their opinions antagonistic to the || 
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the gentleman from Ohio as a coworker y 
expelling the American Army from M x 


‘uo hig 


Mexicans were working to get our oie I . 

their country, and the gentleman from Ohj., .. 

working to the Same end, —s 
Sir, Ohio seems unfortunate, If the rentlon 


whom you seek toexpel (Mr. Lone] be unfaithr.. 
to his country in time of war, he hias y: ry 
trious precedents in the former history of | isS 
Her voice has been heard in the other bray, 
Congress in tones forever memorable, A cca 
comfort to the enemy! Corwin stands h; r i 


' ' high with 
this Administration. He is very prop F 


] 
. my am 


ister to Mexico. He invoked the soldiers of So, 


Anna to murder our gallant troops and lay thy, - 
in hospitable graves in a foreign land. ro : 
very best of their ability they obeyed his bio 
structions, 

Such was the position of these distinoyichs: 
friends of the Administration from Ohio dus se 
war with a foreign foe—Mr. Corwin in hes 
ate, and the gentleman from the Dayton dis: 
[Mr. Scuenck] in the House. They wey 
operating together. By voice and by vote they 
were encouraging the Mexicans to fizht, afi 
fight on; and while our troops were metin front . 
Mexicans, they were assailed in the rear by these 
distinguished allies. By the last resolution jyst 
read at the desk no money was to be paid ea 
troops except in accordance with the provisions 
of those resolutions; that is, upon condition that 
they should be withdrawn from the enemy’ 


country. No pay was to be given them wi 
they were there. The meanest vote that any m 
in my judgment, ever gave is a vote to stop thy 
It matters not whethe 
the war be right or wrong, the soldier mu 
paid. Tostarve him is no statesmanlike plan by 
which to stop an unjust war, Yet that was pre- 
cisely the vote given by the gentleman from Ohio 
who now delivers a lecture to the House upon 
the subject of American patriotism. There it 
stands recorded. There is a Nemesis of politics 
which comes back to avenge injusticegand in- 
iquity. It comes now to torment and plague the 
gentleman from Ohio. It avenges the wrong and 
outrage which he seeks to inflict upon his col- 
league; it comes now in the face of the soldiers 
of this war, and tells them that the gentleman 
from Oisio would leave them to beggary and want 
if he should become dissatisfied with this war as 
he was with the war against Mexico. What 
man has done man will do again. 

Sir, | accept no lecture upon the subject of pa- 
triotism from such a source. But at the same 
time I freely admit that the gentleman from Ohio 
had the right, the moral, legal, and political right, 
to introduce the resolutions in regard tothe Mex- 
ican war if they embraced his sentiments, | would 
have neither expelled nor censured him for his 
action. They were wrong in my judgment, but 
if they were right in his then he was right in of- 
fering them. 1 am for toleration in all matters ot 
opinion. We cannot all think alike. God did 
not make us so. You 


Vv 


remember the parable, 
sometimes thought to be taken from Seripture, 
but said to have been uttered by Benjamin Frank- 
lin, on this great question of freedom of opinion 
Aram was silting one evening at the door ot hi 
tent when a wayfaring man came by. Aramin- 
vited himto go in and sup with him, ‘The way- 
farer did so. Aram asked him to bless before he 
broke bread. The wayfarer said no, that was 
not his way of thinking. Immediately Aram 
arose in wrath, took his stick and beat the s! 
ger, wounding and bruising him, and driving him 
from the shelter of his roof. In the silent watches 
of the night, however, the voice of God came 
Aram, asking him, ** Where is the stranger: 
“Why,” said Aram, ‘1 asked him to biess # 1 
return thanks before he partook of brea i}, and he 
refused, so I drove him hence.”’ ** But,’’ said the 
voice of the Almighty, * I have borne with that 
man, I have known his opinions, | have allowed 
him to live; [have never beaten him and sent him 
forth into the wilderness. Go, Aram, and find 
the victim of your miserable conduct, bring 11"! 
back, and pour oil into his wounds, feed him, and 


1) 


lay him on your best bed, and take care of }i1m 
until he is weil.’’ ‘ae 
Such is the voice of Divinity in favor of free 
dom of speech, freedom of thought, freedem of 
private conscience. I implore gentlemen not 
attempt to strike it down. Let the error, if error 
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¢ as truth is left free to combat 


‘sc mn 
exist 50 : 
’ syning of time these two principles 
' 7 , Ti y have walked the earth loge ther 
eee They have roamed the earth for six 
vears. ‘Truth and error have been com- 
ds of reason, on battle-fie lds, « very- 
Youof the abolition party go back thirty 
\ a beginning of your own organization, 
ey was it you then most warmly contended 
WW was it y 


What but the right, the immortal right, to 


» sentiments, to denounce your polit- 
ers, and to stand before the world as free- 
Suppose this goag-law, this instrument of 


his odious relic of barbarism, again re- 


ye this Hall, had been applied to some men 
: ral rund me! 
: otogt before the living God that I never knew 
swearing the shape of man whom I would 


iby and protectin hisright of free speech 


: ‘utter his sentiments in adecorous and 
>manner. Your party inscribed every- 

) its banners ** free speech.”? Deny it 
if youdare. ‘Trample itin the dust. Spit 
it aud despise it, if you will. The world 

spise you when you do the act. History 

ll rake up the deed and preserve it, and the his- 
will despise you as he writes it down. Pos- 

will despise this day in all the calendar of 

one on Which liberty was murdered 

Capitol. The heart and judgment of the 

will exeerate you for the deed, justas it to- 
<eerates the memory of the bloody monster 
Robes ,justasitrecalls the memory of Marat 


dst as it recalls the form of St. Just 
m. Thereare your models. Go back 
Nero was an early founder of your school 
Some one man, I suppose, is to do 
hinking here. So Nerothought. So the 
ined monsters of the French Revolution 
houcht. So the odious tyrannical bigots of the 
s}) pevolution of 1640 thought. ‘These are 
vourexamples. lL implore you to discard them. 
Walk outin the light of liberty, and appeal to 
ople. Tell them you willtrust them. What 
tary on the intelligence of the people ! 
You will not allow the gentleman from Ohio to 
Perhaps next you will not allow me to 
k, other gentlemen from Ohio, the gentleman 
m New York, and others around me. Why? 
Are you afraid you cannot meet us in argument? 
Are you afraid the people will not be just and 
rue? Are you afraid they will not have intelfi- 
ugh to see that youare rightand we are 
g? Are you afraid they have not virtue enough 
mw the right and to discard the wrong? 
You must believe they have not that intelligence, 
at they will not be true to their own judg- 
t, or you would be willing to trust them to 
between right and wrong. Sir, 1 
epeople. Ichallenge you before that great 
lam willing to stand or fall by its de- 
n, and always have been. If you crush me 
re the American people, before that tribunal 
where free speech has full sway, 1 will go down 
wihoutamurmur, If Lcan drive you from place 
and power in the same arena by the same means, 
fyou are honest men you will submitalso with- 
oul Complaint, 
But if you think because you have the power 
to-day that you can gag me, that you can tie my 
tongue, that you can deny to me the right to speak, 
en woe to this nation. When you undertake 
) carry that purpose into effect, the day of doom 
Wil be upon us. It cannot be done; you know 
itcannot be done withoutaconflagration that shall 
igitup the very arches of the sky from ocean 
‘ocean. Are you ready for thisissue? Do you 
Wantit? If you do, it can be made by the ex- 
pulsion of the gentleman from Ohio. This will 
ho longer bean American Congress. We will be 
hained slaves, and the next question to determ- 
he will be whether as men of honor we can re- 
main and wear the yoke. 
Str, this isu painful theme to me. I feel more 
* Sorrow than of anger over such an issue. Let 
me appeal to the sense of justice which | know 
<n att . some breasts on the other side of the 
coe eee Li t usnot misunderstand each other. 
a Ms al w ith each other as honest men, Striv- 
5 & common purpose—the restoration of our 
appy country. 
whee } 


minate 


ul 


at poligy is most conducive to that end; you 
ng the right to your opinions; | have the right 
> mine; but because of this difference of opinion 





| 
| triotism, referred to certain resolutions found of 


You may have your views of 
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in regard to accomplishing the same object, by 


all that we hold dear in the present, and by 


our hopes of the future, let us not cut each other’: 
throatsand precipitate strife and violence here and 
all over the land. Thi vilized world would ery 


ne, and the latest genera 
tions of our posterity will heap reproaches on our 
memory. 

Mr. ORTH obtained the floor. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Iask the gentleman from 
Indiana to yield to me in reference to some per- 
sonai 

Mr. ORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I object unless the gentk 
man from Indiana yields unconditionally, 

Mr.ORTH. I vield unconditionally to the cen- 
tleman from Ohio. : 

Mr. SCHENCK.’ I thank my friend from Ir 
diana for his courtesy in-yielding me the floor. 

As I have said, Mr. Speaker, l asked it for 


purpose of noticing one or two matters pure 


shame upon such a see 


wmts,. 


apart of the remarks 


personal which have mad \ 
of the gentle man who has just t ken his seat 
Mr. ROBINSON. Irise toa point of orde 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. State it. 
Mr. ROBINSON. It is this: the gentleman 
from Ohio cannot make two specclies on the same 
roInt, 


Mr. SCHENCK. The p 


too late. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Let me make my statement. 

|The gentleman from Ohio cannot speak again 
until other gentlemen who have not spoken hav« 
been heard. I raise the pomt under the rules 
against th rom Ohio. 

Mr. SCHENCK. That would have been a 
good objection, but nota liberal one, if made in 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order ra 

| from Illinois. 
Mr. SCLIENCK. Mr. Speaker, I was no 
present during the first portion of the remarks of 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Voornees.] 
| I unde rstand, hows ver, thatin the course of thos 
remarks he took exception to language which he 
imputed to me and 
torial and offensive. His statement, as it is re- 
ported to me, was that he undertook to get the 
floor while | was speaking, and that I said to 
him, ‘* Be silent.’’ The gentleman strangely mis- 
understood me. I was not even aware that he 
had made any attempt to get the floor. Possibly, 
as lam a litile near-sighted, that may account 
for it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then I have been labor- 
ing under a mistak dt 

to say, ‘s“B Si & 

Mr. SCHENCK. I did not say so 
Mr. VOORHEES. Th 

rentleman. Llis word on that point is sufficient 

Mr. SCHENS ih | used no such language 
toward any one, vor did I direct any remark to 
the gentleman from Indiana. My referenee wa 

iNew York, | Mi. I’ eRNANDO 
W oop,] wihio sought to interrupt me but who had 

| not pt rmitte d any one to Lite rrapl | When 
| he rose more than once during my remarks | de- 
clined to yield, and on one occasion said **not ye oo. 

Mr. GARFIFLD. I wish to Sit) that | at- 
tempted three or four times to Inform the gentle- 

| man from Indiana that what he said was not ac- 
cording to the fa t,and he utterly refused to allow 
me. 

Mr.VOORHEES. I was notaware of the pur- 
pose for which the gentieman rose. The cries of 
order around me prevented me hearing him. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Thatis past. The 

| man from Indiana later in his speech, and im that 
portion of it which [ did hear, in order to prove 
that | had been at a former time adverse to my 
country’s interests and guilty of a want of pa- 


genticeman f 


ised by the gentleman 


vhich he denounced as dicta- 


l understood the gentleman 


en I misunderstood 


tothegentleman fi 


rent 
Hui 
~ 


during 


record offered and moved in this House 
| the war with Mexico. I think he said that | of- 
fered those re Very likely, but I had 
almost or quite forgotten them uatil reminded now 
j by then reproduction. The y pres ntasomewhat 


long and elaborate series of propositions, and | 


yullions. 


thope gentlemen listened to them as they were 
read at the Clerk’: They appear to hav 
been very carefully framed—weil drawn, indeed, 
though I say it myself. It was many years ago, 
| and 1 was therefore much younger than lam now; 


desk. 
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BOOP en I 


a 


formance 

We 1, 104 rusriit t mut it 
i 
uit ithatid ] verve n ik th WW lh is 

} 
now charged Alt my ile w, {Mr I G.} 
Sir, Ladmit that | never ) ved Mex 
war ought to have been | \ 1 . 
nor that the cause assig | bwt hen P 
: ul { 

identand his southern par y Was suffici { 
true one. But when in itl the it 


Therefore L voted for 


priathons of men and mon y lo carry of 


foug tthe u rh. 


—all that were considered nee ssary for tliat pur 
pose by the war-directing power. 

These re solutu us which have been read em 
bodied a plan by which [I proposed to bring hos 
tiitties to a favorable close, The woposilion i 
made was in brief to withdraw our troops to this 
{ river; to retain as manyin the fleld as 
were necessary, and to post them aloi yr the bos 
pre ve ut incursions or depre dations by the 
Mexico 


LO SeCIZ ther custom-house s, both on the Gulf 


enemy, to bl ckade strictly the ports of 


and Pacific coasts; to raise mor y enough trom 
to pay expenses and all our just 


' 
aims against her; and to hold also what was 


thus seized untila treaty should be concluded set 
ting satistuctorily the boundary line between us 


IL still think it was a reasot ® propos 


food way to bring the wat 


tiou—a 
to oa profitable end 
lt was my plan for conducting and closing the 
war. That wasall. And there mieht well be dif 
ferences of opinion as to the best 


” 
- conquering a pence 


mode of doimg 
that and I hope the gen 
the whole of the re hu 


I think 


tieman will incor; 
ey were read into iis speech 
they will constitute the best part of it. 

Lf thie rentlemen on the other side of the Hous ° 
ifany gentleman anywhere, can find any parallel 
between that and the refusal to furnish men and 
money to carry on a war to put down an ergan 


ized band of traitors who are 


oral 


! 
‘1 ast 
wons as ti 


seeking to overthrow 
their « ountry, they are welcome to the benefit of 
the discovery. ‘lo my mind the cases are totaliy 
and utterly different. 1 was opposed to going 
into that war, but being in it, | desired to con- 
duct it tothe best advaniage to my country. But, 
God help me, | hope I shall never be found en 
lis of domestic traitors or encow 


yr on the sid 


azine them in thetrnefarious, horrible attempt to 


destroy the integrity of our nation. 
Now, sir, there is another matter to which [am 
told the gentleman referred. While 1 was out of 
the Hall he made some allusion to my conductin 
the affair of Vienna, a military event which oc- 
curred at an early period of this war. [desire to 
know of him what his criticism was upon that 


movement, and | ask him for the reason that 


there has en agreat deal of misre presentation 
indulged in in reference to that matter in publi 
prints and by various persons which | have not 
heretofore ever thoughtit proper for me to notice, 


lye use they were never re peat d or indorsed by 
unybody in my presence. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not know that Iam 
competent to eriucise a military movement at all 


l simply said, and I repeat il now as nearly as | 


recollect © lanwuak 
piece ti pT Us 


, that I knew of nothing ip 
ter of the gentleman from Ohio, etthes 
public or piyvate, either ina civil or military ca 
Iniiitary auchieve- 
him a right to crack 

Wiikl \ sutrap ove this side of the House 
Mr. SCHENCK. What was tat military 


achievement at Vienna to which the gentleman 


pacity, not even including his 


} 


ment at Viens a, Which gave 


refers obviously with a design to. make it a slut 
and a disy 1 am determined to know 
if | can from an authentic and responsible source 
what isaverred inregard to that affair that [may 


speak of facts 
i have re peated as nearly 


Mr. VOORHEES. 
| lt may not 


as I can the language which L used. 
tly what | said, but the substance was 


mragciments 


be exa 
that | did not know of anything, even including 


that affair, that gave the gentleman the right to 


order me to be silent, or to stifle the full and free 


eXpression of his peers upon the floor of this 
Hous As to the details of that affair, | know 
nothing except as I saw it described in the news 
papers ge of disaster It the details are 
lesired by e genteman f i Ohio, he doubtiess 
eal ive them better than I car 


Mr. SCHENCK. All that relates to the di 


tatorial character of my rematr , which the gen 





















































































a 
mii 
cis 

SB 
fe 


Pema 
wre 


1a 















L544 


tleman has already admitted he misunderstood, 
has been before disposed of. But the gentleman’s 
allusion to the achievement at Vienna he now 
refuses to explain with that ingenious boldness 
with which he usually expresses himself upon all 
subjects. It is all idle to pretend that it was not 
intended asasneer andaslur. The same attack 
on me has been ventured by one or two other 
members of this House, but not here; and this 
is the first time that anybody has ever done it in 
my presence or where there was an opportunity 
to reply or correct, 

I wish now, once for all, to speak of this matter 
myself; and the House will excuse the egousm 
which the circumstances force upon me. 

Early in the war, in June, 1861, happening to 
be the fir st bi ivadi r general of volunteers ordered 
across the Potomac, | proceeded with my bri- 
rade under those orders to a point where I estab- 
Fshed my camp on the Loudoun and Hampshire 
railroad, south of this city, and a few miles above 
Alexandria. 

Brigadier General Daniel Tyler, of Connecticut, 
soon afterwards arrived and encamped in the same 
neighborhood. He was ordered a few days after- 
wards, by our commanding general, to proceed 


with a force of four hundred men up the railroad, | 


in @ train of cars, and did so, extending his re- 
connoissance not only to, but some distance be- 
yond,Vienna. ‘The next day, or the second day 
after, | was directed to send, by similar convey- 
ance, one of my regiments up the road to go as 
far as that point, picketing the line of road by 
leaving companies at intervals along it, and after- 
wards to establish the regiment at a crossing on 
the road to Fall’s Church some seven miles be- 
low Vienna. A train was sent to me for that 
purpose from Alexandria. When the cars arrived 
at my camp, the colonel commanding the regi- 
ment (the first Ohio volunteer infantry) which I 
had detailed for that service not having returned 
from this city, where he was forthe day on leave 
of absence, though he subsequently overtook us 
on the road, | took myself the command of the 
regiment and proceeded on the duty. 


Vhen we slowly approached Vienna, having || 
then still three or perhaps four companies remain- | 


ing, we found a largely superior force of the rebels 


delivered their fire on us with three pieces of ar- 
tillery. They were brought there probably from 
Centreville, in consequence of the alarm given by 
the « Xp dition of the day before. 

The cnemy’s force was subsequently ascer- 
tained to consist of two regiments of infantry, a 
body of cavalry, and three pieces of artllery. 
At that time we had neither artillery nor cavalry 
attached to our Union brigades. By the rebel fire, 
although at first itwas believed and was reported 
that the loss was greater, the casualties proved to 
be cight killed and four wounded, two of them 
mortally. 


been under fire before. But I had no reason to 


None of us, officers or men, had ever | 
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Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, (at five 
o’clock, p.m.) { move that the House do now 
adjourn. 


‘Mr. COLFAX. I desire to state tothe House 


that it was my intention and hope that the House | 
might come to a vote on the resolution this even- | 


ine; butas it is the manifest desire of the House 


to adjourn now, and as we have resolved to ad- | 


journ from to-morrow till ‘Thursday, I shall feel 
it my duty to ask the House about three o’clock 
to-morrow to come to a vote, 

Mr. COX. Iwill say to my friend from Indi- 
ana that the vote cannot be taken at that time. 

Mr. COLFAX. Then, Mr. Speaker, [ hope 
the House will remain in session. That is why 
I wanted now to have an understanding. 

Mr. COX. The House may do as it pleases. 
I only say to the gentleman that the vote cannot 
be taken at the time he suggests. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Isitthe pur- 
pose of the gentleman from Indiana to proceed 
with the discussion to-night? 

Mr. COLFAX. 
[Mr. Cox] has given notice in language that 


seemed likea threat that the House shall not come | 
toa vote at three o’clock to-morrow, and as the | 


desire of the dlouse is evidently foraction, I hope 
the House will remain in session. Our soldiers 
in the field are fighting the enemy nightand day, 
and we ought to be willing to sit and do our duty 
here. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
there can be an understanding as to when the 
vote may be taken without any unpleasant feel- 
ing on the subject. 

Mr. COX. I want to say to gentlemen on the 


| other side of the House that in my remark there 


was no threat made orintended. My remark was 
predicated on the fact that there are at least a 
dozen gentlemen on this side of the House who 


| desire to debate the matter more thoroughly than 


|} it has been debated. 


complain of the conductof any. Our troops were | 
ordered from the cars, rallied, formed, and after- || 


wards, the night then coming on, fell slowly back, 
marching along the railroad to the point or cross- 


ing six or seven miles below, which we afterwards 
continued to hold. All the wounded but one were 


brought away. So far as my conduct in that mat- | 


ter is concerned, it is not for me to comment upon 
it. The House, I hope, will pardon me for re- 


lating, however, thatthe nobleand venerable Gen- | 


eral Scott took oceasion kindly to say to me, a 
day or two afterwards, when I was at his head- 
quarters: **My friend, I consider you worth a 
hundred per ceat. more than before this occurred. 


You have now learned how you can stand under 


fire.”’ 

As to the further allusion of the gentleman from 
Indiana to my military career, 1 have nothing to 
say. Accordingas | had opportunity, I did what 
I could; and whatever | did is of record. “It does 
not become me to speak of my conduct or my ca- 
pacity. That belongs to others. I will say this 
much only, that while [ have been so fortunate as 
to receive the commendations of all my command- 
ing offiicers—of Scott, of McDowell 


concern me much to find that I have not secured 
the approbation of those who assail me, either in 
their ignorance or maliciously, with only misrep- 
resentation, falsehood, or slang. 


, of Rose- | 
crans, of Frémont, of Pope, of every general un- | 
der whom I have served in the field, it will not 4 


| chief of traitors, Jeff. Davis; and when this re- | 
bellion was inaugurated by him and his cocon- | 


Itisa matter of such an ex- 
traordinary character that the Speaker himself, 
my honorable friend, knows that it requires more 
than an ordinary discussion. It is the greatest 
question wecan have. It would be better to have 
some time fixed for the future of this discussion, 


|| and not compel us to stay here at night. 
had taken position at a bend of the railroad, who | 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I think the 
House can come to an agreement as to when the 
vote shall be taken without any ill-feeling. I pro- 
pose that the entire of to-morrow shall be devoted 
to the discussion of this question, and that on 
Thursday morning, when every member can be 
present, we shall take the vote. 

Mr. VOORHEES. This isa question that has 
been thrust on this side of the House. It is one 
of those questions that do not come up inordinary 
legislation. We will make no terms, so far as l 
am concerned, about when a vote shall be taken. 


l apprehend, however, in good faith, that when | 


every gentleman on this side has said what he 
desires to say on the great principles involved a 
vote may then be had. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 


the motion to adjourn. 


I withdraw 


Mr. ORTH. Mr. Speaker, it was not my in- | 
tention, until after | heard the remarks of my col- | 


league from the ‘Terre Haute district, (Mr. Voor- 
HEES,] to take any partin the discussion upon the 
resolution now under consideration. 
the new members of this House I have felt that 


that was at least a becoming modesty in being a | 


silent participator in our proceedings; but there 
are imes when silence would be criminal. 
the honor of representing, in part,a State that has 
felt a peculiar interestin this war, and which has 
responded with alacrity to every demand which 
has ever been made upon her patriotism. 
years Indiana has been compelled to submit to a 
slanderous charge brought against her brave sol- 
diers for alleged misconduct upon the bloody field 
of Buena Vista. ‘That charge originated with the 


spirators, the people of Indiana, in addition to their 
devotion to our Government, and their desire to 
maintain its integrity and supremacy, felt that 
now the hour had come when she could vindicate 
her fair fume, and wipe out in blood the foul slan- 


der which had thus been attempted to be fastened |! 


upon her. 
What son of Indiana, proud of her prestige and 
high destiny, will ever forget the scene witnessed 


GLOBE. 


As the gentleman from Ohio | 


I presume | 


As one of | 
I have |! 


For | 









a April lh. 


|| by thousands of our people, when 
|; eleventh regiment under command 
|| (now General) Wallace were drawn up . 
| of the State capitol to receive their eabhonek. “Font 
on the eve of their departure for the field « — 
flict? Those colors were reeeived, and th 9 a 
| regiment upon bended knee, imploring tI ae 
protection of Almighty God, vowed in Bisa 
| ence that they would defend that flag, and the: 
| every conflict with the enemy they would re ee 
Buena Vista. Such has been the feeling ar z . 
mentofall our Indiana soldiers; and know oe, 
1 would be derelict in my duty to that & 
her brave soldiery did I not rise here and meer 
the issue which has been tendered by the mare 
of my Democratic colleagues since this ie = 
sion has commenced. rm 


the Falla 
of Cy 


re 


er 


_ 
5 Mis, 


ate and 


|| The position of my colleague from Terre Haute 
|| is well understood here, and by the country at 
| . ’ 

|| large. Whatever other merit or demerit may ; 


attached to his action here or elsewhere, in rer 
erence to this war and all the questions nok ~ 
out of it, he is at least entitled to the credit of con, 
sistency. On the 10th day of April, 186], while 
the guns of an insurgent foe were preparing to 
open upon Fort Sumter, and the eyes of al! Amer. 
can people were turned toward Major Anderson 
and the soldiers under him, my colleague aitended 
| a meeting of those who sympathize with him, 





im at 


| the village of Greencastle in our State. He o¢. 
dressed that meeting, as we were told by th, pub. 


lished proceedings, in a speech of * thrilling 
quence”’ for an hour and a half. 
adopted this resolution: 


j 
Pid} 


That mee ing 


* Resolved, Thatas citizens we shall be always prepared 
to defend Indiana, or our sister States, from ‘foreign Ag 
gression or domestic violence ,? we acknowledge this 10 
be a duty to the cause of well-regulated liberty, and, laime 
of our country ; but we deny the right of the General or 
State Government to embroil us or our fellow-citizey 
intestine war or internal strife with the people of the co 
States of this Union; and having time and again warned 
| the members of the party now in power of the fatal tend 
ency of their insane course, and implored them to abandon 
the stubborn and unwise policy of anti-slavery agitation 
we here take for our motto, ‘Not one dollar and not one 
man from Indiana with which to subjugate the South and 
inaugurate civil war.’ ” 


sin 


Mr. Speaker, that may be regarded as the ini- 
tial point in the course of my colleague in regurd 
to the conduct of this war. And, sir, the records 
of Congress and the records of the political can- 
vasses in my own State, and the State of Ohio in 
the last canvass, will bear me out when I say that 
he, at least, has been consistent in all his con- 
duct, public and private, with the sentiments 
| enunciated at that meeting. 1 do not desire to 
quarrel with that gentleman. I know the issues 
that were made in my own State during the dark 
hours of 1862, when he and my other colleague 
and myself were returned as members to this 
House. I know that in his own district that is- 
sue was not made, but elsewhere throughout the 
entire length and breadth of the State of Indiana, 
the issue was made by the Democratic party that 
they were in favor of a more vigorous prosecu- 
tion of the war. Their position was that this Ad- 
ministration would never bring the war to a close, 
because it did not prosecute it with sufficient 
vigor, with that vigor which would be the con- 
sequence of the success of the Democratic party 

ice: then, upon the record, which we all un- 
derstand in Indiana, and which my Democratic 
| colleagues upon this floor will not controvert, | 
desire to meet them. The feeling in favoro! 4 
vigorous prosecution of the war was not then con 
fined to what gentlemen are pleased to style the 
“black Republican party’’ in Indiana. [t was 
feeling which pervaded all classes and all parties 
in that State. ' 

Now, sir, with that feeling animating the peo- 
| ple of Indiana, we find in the canvass of 1562 ihe 
people of that State sending seven Democratic 
members to this House and four Union men— 
| seven and four, reversing the delegation as ii (nen 
stood. Every one of these gentlemen, with lie 
single exception of my colleague from the Terre 
Haute district, came here, sent by tae Democra¢ 
party, pledged to a vigorous prosecution o! the 
war then in progress. They were in favor of 4 
| more vigorous prosecution of the war. That was 
the position assumed by the Democratic party? 
1862, in a State which occupies the noble p oo 
of never having failed to respond to the cails 0 
the President on every occasion. 
|| Mr. SPALDING. With the consent of the 
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1e calls of 


vnt of the 


: 
16-4. 
from Indiana, who has the floor, I move | 
Bene House take a recess until seven o clock | 





sentieman 


g evening. 


cox. 
Mi rlemen that no vote will be taken to-night. 
’ ret) t 
Wir DAVIS, of Maryland. We agree tothat 
¢you will agree that the vote shall be taken to- 
morrow: _ oe 
Mr. COLFAX. The gentleman from Ohio sug 
«chat no vote Shall be taken to-night, but that 
gests sg aession shall be devoted to debate only; | 


; leman on this side of the House sug- 


al ther gent 
gests 
e ve taken to-morrow. 

Mr. COX. We could not make that arrange- 

“nt pow; our friends are not here. The ar- 
- sement could not go further now than thatthe 
. = toenight shall be for debate. 
er, COLFAX. | will make any arrangement 
on on ~yre justice to all sides of the House. 

“Mr. WHALEY. If the object be to cut off 
debate except to a few individuals, I give notice | 
that | will to-morrow call up the special order on | 
wh ch | have the floor. ae | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a ques- 
tion of privilege, and takes precedence ofall others. 
“Ig it the understanding that no vote shall be 
taken to-night? ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

At twenty minutes past five o’clock, p. m., the 
House took a recess until seven o’clock, p. m. 

EVENING SESSION. | 

At seven o’clock, p. m., the House resumed its 
session. 

Mr. ORTH. Mr. Speaker, when the House 
took a recess this afternoon I had stated what the 
issue had been In Indiana during the campaign 
of 1862. Upon that issue our people voted; and 
the result of thatelection placed in this Hall seven | 
Democrats and four Union members. 

Now, then, on behalf of the loyal people of my 
State I claim the right to speak; nay, it becomes 
my duty todoso. I know something of the sac- 
rifces they have made to sustain the Govern- 
ment, sacrifices equal at least to those of the loyal 
people ofany State in the Union. Inthought and 
prayer they have followed their soldiers where 
ever the exigency of war has sent them, whether 
to the Potomac, to the Mississippi, or the plains 
of Texas. In sickness or in health, wherever | 
the hand of mercy or the voice of patriotism couid 
reach them, our loyal men and women spaced no 
effort to reach the soldier. This devsuon isdue 
to those who have gone to the teirted field to risk 
life and health that this nation may live. 
Remembering these things, I cannot do other- 


Hail t 





wise than lift my voice against the scenes I have || 


witnéssed within the last forty-eight hours. My 
Democratic colleagues have taken it upon them- 
selves to say that they were the friends of the sol- 
diers. They have told you time and again that 
they were in favor of increasing the pay of the | 
common soldier. They have told you that their 
affection for the common soldier was so great that 
they were ready to pay him in gold and silver. 
These are the professions which they have made 
upon this floor. Lam not here toimpugn the mo- 
lives of any man, and least of all those who are 
associated with me in daily official intercourse. 
Bat with facts I have a right to deal; with facts 
itismy duty todeal. So long as these gentlemen 
Were consistentin amanner with their professions | 
I did not raise my voice against their action, [| 
was willing that they should have the benefit of 
their professed affection for the soldier. 
| come now to speak of the votes of my Dem- | 
orratic colleagues on the resolution pending in this | 
House on Saturday for the expulsion of the gen- 
veman from Maryland, (Mr. Harais,} a self- 
convicted sympathizer with rebellion, and to con- 
rast such votes with the issue upon which they 
obtained their seats on this floor, and the profes- | 
‘ions of love for the soldier in which they are in 
thehabit of indulging so freely. That gentleman, | 
(Mr, Harrts,} with satanic coolness, referring to 


our soldiers, said, in the presence of this House 
and of my colleagues, that— 


“ Your soldiers hav 
People, but 


e gone South to conquer the southern 


: they have been welcomed with bloody hands 
* Rospitable graves,” 


Not only that; he told you he was a secession- | 
a _ in favor of acknowledging the nationality | 
‘he so-called southern confederacy. With the | 
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I hope that it will be understood | 


| Mr. HARRINGTON. 


the acceptance of that, provided the vote || 


no desire to quarrel. In passing I might proba- 
bly say that if the heroic Andrew Jackson occu- 


| stead of being in his seat to-night, would be in 
the Old Capitol prison, where he deserves to be. 
| [Applause in the galleries. ] 


I move that the gal- 
leries be cleared on that side. 


Mr. HARRINGTON. 


here and be insulted by the galleries. 


here, and that is whether the House has a right 
to enforce its rules. " 

Mr. MORRILL. 
not ask that the galleries be cleared until the 
Speaker shall have given those in the galleries 
the notice which was given to-day. I presume 
there is a new audience here this evening. 

Mr. NELSON. 


upon this side of the House if the Speaker w:i| 


cleared at the next disturbance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
endeavor to enforce the rules. The rules of the 
House will require the Chair to order the galleries 
to be cleared if there are auy further demonstra- 
tions of approval or disapproval. 

Mr. C. A. WHITE. I give notice now that I 
shall insist upon an enforcement of the rules upon 
the first infraction of them. 

Mr. ORTH. The gentleman from Maryland de- 
clared boldly in his seat, in the hearing of the mem- 
bers of this House, that he was for peace, for rec- 
ognition, and for secession. 


what was stated in the resolution,and which ought 
to have resulted in his expulsion, and which did 
resultinasevere censure, and of adeclaration upon 


|| the part of a large majority of this House that 


he was unworthy of be ing amember of this House, 
W hat is the language? I desire to call attention 


my constituents, and to the State of Indiana the po- 


gentieman from Maryland stated that— 


“The South asked you to let them live in peace. Butno; 
yousaid you would bring theminto subjection. Thatis not 
dowe yet; and God Almighty grant that itnever maybe. I 
nope you will never subjugate the South.’’ 


Fearlessly and traitorously upon this floor he 
implored high Heaven that we might not gain 
victories by the men we have sent to the field. 
Such is ‘ie language uttered in this Hall, and 
uttered by a man who is a declared secessionist. 

Mr. PRICE. I desire to make a suggestion to 
the gentleman from Indiana, which is, that it is 
| written in the Good Book that the prayers of 
| the wicked are an abomination in the sightof the 


Lord. 
Mr. ORTH. 


I thank the gentleman for the 


the imprecations of the gentleman from Maryland 
that I have to do now—Maryland, that glorious 
| State, who, by her noble vote within the last ten 
days, set her seal of condemnation upon traitors, 
secessionists,and secession sympathizers, and de- 
clared that henceforth she will take her stand in 
favor of universal liberty. His language is trea- 
sonable in itself, calculated to distract the people 
of the North, to thwart them in the prosecution 
of the war, and to give aid and comfort to the 
rebels in arms, and to their confederates in the 
Richmond congress. 

1 have no desire to be uncharitable to the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, and hence | will notadopt 
the suggestion of a friend near me that probably 
the only reason why the gentleman holds a seat in 
this Congress rather than in the congress at Rich- 
mond, is because greenbacks are better currency 
than confederate scrip. 


reduced to writing, and the gentleman from Mary- 
land was called to order. The gentleman from 


fered aresolution of expulsion. That resolution 
among the yeas, among those from Indiana who 
were in favor of passing that resolution, those 
who were in favor of turning that traitor frdm out 
this Hall, were Mr. Dumont, Mr. Junian, and 
| Mr. Ornrn. 


pied the White House to-day that gentleman, in- | 


Mr.ORTH. I think there is no necessity for it. 
lam not willing to sit | 


Mr.NELSON. That raises but one question | 


I trust the gentleman will | 


now give notice to the galleries that they will be | 
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gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Harris] I have || I understand the or 
aa b> 


it will be satisfactory to those |) 
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‘ntieman from Indiana to have 
applied to a member of this House the term 
**traitor.’’ | have desired an opportunity during 
several occasions to-day to make a point of order 
upon gentlemen who call epithets, and this is the 


first Opportunity and fair occasion | have had for 
that purpose, 


I now call the gentleman to order, 


and ask the Speaker to decide if such epithets are 
in order. 

Mr. ORTH. Yes, sir; | acknowledge that I 
called the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Har- 
RIS] a traitor on the floor of the House. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I say youarea 
liar; and you are a coward if you do not resent 


| that. 


Mr. PENDLETON, I desire that the words 
shall be taken down at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. UPSON. I make the pointof order that, 
under the rule, the gentleman must himself repeat 
the words to which he makes exception. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I will repeat them. I 


| ask the Clerk to take down the word ‘* traitor.”® 


He declared further | 


to it for the purpose of showing to this House, to | 


j 
| 


sition which the Indiana delegation, on both sides || 
of this Hall, occupy upon that resolution. The | 


Mr. KASSON. [call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. Penpveron] toa point of 
order involved in the proposition which was taken 
yesterday; that is, that according to the rule no 
other person shall have spoken between the utter- 
ance of the words objected to and the demand to 
have the words reduced to writing. The gentle- 
man from Maryland |Mr. Harris] has spoken, 

Mr. PENDLETON. ‘The gentleman from 
Maryland interrupted me, and was speaking out 
of order. 

Mr.ORTH. Before action is taken on the point 
of order, | ask for the reading of the resolution 
adopted on Saturday. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I object to any further 
debate until the point of order is decided. 

Mr. ORTH. Iam not going to debate it, but 
I ask that the resolution of the House censuring 
the gentleman from Maryland may be read. 

Mr HIGBY. I hope thatthe gentleman from 
Ohio will be allowed to take down the words to 
which he takes exception. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
read the words objected to. 

Mr.ORTH. I call for the reading of the res- 
olution. 

Mr. PENDLETON. lLobject. Lask to have 
the words read that were taken down at my re- 
quest. 1 object to anything intervening unl the 
point of order is determined. 

The Clerk read as follows, from the remarks 
of Mr. Orru: 


‘Among the yeas, those who were in favor of passing that 
resolution, those who were in favor of turning that traitor 
from out this Hall, were Mr. Domont, Mr. Jucian, and Mr, 
ORTH.” 


Mr. PENDLETON. 


The Clerk will 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I 


\| make the point of order that these words are not 


quotation; butitis not with the Scriptures but with | 


} 


| 


When that language was uttered it was promptly || 


Illinois, [Mr. Wasusurne,] as was his duty, of- |) 


yas brought to a vote before the House, and |) 


in order. 

Mr. ORTH. I ask for the reading of the res- 
olution censuring the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I make the point of order 
that 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of order already pending. 

Mr. PENDLETON. A pointof order cannot 
be made upon another point of order. 

Mr. SCHENCK. We havea right to know 





There isa point 


| what is the character of thisman. [Calls to order 


from the Democratic side of the House. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a point 
of order already pending. 

Mr.SCHENCK. Precisely; and we want the 
resolution referring to the member from Mary- 
land read. [Loud calls to order.] That resolu- 
tion shows [vociferous calls to order from the 
Democratic side of the Hall] what he is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man from Ohio object to the reading of the reso- 
lution? 

Mr. PENDLETON. 
order is decided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In view of the 
action of the House on Saturday, the Chair will 
overrule the point of order. [Applause and laugh- 
ter from the Republican side of the House. } 

Mr. ORTH. Mr. Speaker, before alluding to 


I do, until the point of 


ithe yeas and nays on this resolution, probably 


the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hanis) 
thinks I ought to pay my respects to him for his 
attempted insult on this floor a few moments ago. 


| Mr. PENDLETON. [rise toa point of order. || 1 can only say that the foul slabberings of a seif- 
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convicted and self-condemned sympathizer with 
treason fr harmiess at my feet 
Now, Mr. 8S »! holdin my hand the res- 


friend ym Ohio [Mr. 
Penpieton] would not allow to be read, and 


r amiable 





which I shall read as part of myspcech. He w 
hear I m she we not Ww ng to hear it 
if 1 fr Live Clerk’s de 

Where lon. Bexsamin G. Harris, a member of the 


House « Represenotativ the United State from t 
State of Marviand, has on this day used the foll 
guage, wate The South asked you to Iet tiem live in 


»wingla 


peace Buts i said you would bring them into sub 
jection That is not done yet; and God Almighty grant 
that it never inay be [hope you will never subjugate the 
South.’ And wherea ich language treasonable and 
grossly insulting to the Hlouse: Therefore 

/ i I the said Bensamin G. Ilarris be 
exp t! House 

I have already stated that on the adoption of 
t} re n the voice of Indiana was uttered 
Ihe ' ifirmative by Mr. Dr soure. Nike Ju- 
nian aud Mr. Ornrn; my colleague, the honorabl 
Speaker, being excused from soting by the rules 
of the Hous You will thus perceive that our 
mtate, Ww ) has sent one hundred and thirty 


thousand men into this war, a State which is in 


mourning for th@loss of ten thousand of her brave 
ightered by the rebels, aState which has 


been represented, and gallantly, heroically rep- 


resented, on every battle-ficld in this accursed 1 
bellion, has mut three votes in favor of expelling 
the gent from Maryland [Mr. Harris] for 
the atroc s and treasonable la: ruage he uttered 
nn this Hi u 

Lin the tive of the proposition favor of 
retaining t foul-mouthed sympathizer in his 
eat, whit he insults ! ldiers, and votes, as 
he daily does, to embarrass our efforts and to 
prolong the war, you w:il find the names of Mr. 
Cravens, Mr. Harrnineron, Mr. Law,Mr. Mc- 
Dowexrt,and Mr. Voornetes. My colleague from 
the Fort Wayne district [Mi EpcEeRTON] was 
cont dl I » | room by sickne S. It is not for 
me nor for any one to suppose how he would have 
voted Suffice it for me and for the people of In- 
diana to kr W haton the part of their Democratic 
Rey sentatives upon this floorthere is not patri- 


tism enouch to rid this House of the 
| as that; men,too, who « 


have stated, on the direct 


prese nce 
ame here, 
issuc that they 
were in favor ot a more vigorous pros ) 
Is this the love of my 
s for the soldiers? Is this 
they desire to vigorously 
they suffered treason to 
land to go unrebuked upon this floor? 

l am willing to accept this issue. I am willing 
to ro ti ate and toask the honest men there, 
without distinction of party, whether they are 
willing to sanction such conduct as this. If we 
are to sit here day after day,and hour after hour, 
to listen to treasonable 
withdi: 


the war than we 


vere. 
Democratic « leamue 
the manner in which 
rosecute t 


war wien 


be avowerl 


my Ss 


uiterances, — let us 


iw from the tented field the soldier who has 


gone there that the nation may live. If we can 
say amen to a man who calls upon God, hoping 
Hie may grant nothing but reverses to the Army, 


the sooner we bring 


field the better for us. 
Sir, if my 
iave been in th 


that Army from the tented 


Democratic colleagues are correct, | 
! wrong incalling upon my neigh- 
' 


ors and constituents to go to th 


they are 


this 


act with 


right in sanctioning by their votes 


impious language, then I,and those who 


me, have committed heinous crimes in sending 
our soldiers to the field, and in aiding them to 
crush this rebellion, 

{ must be pardoned if I exhibit some earnest- 
ness on an occasion. f seldom pass along the 


streets of my own town that I do not meet the 
maimed and cripple d soldier, or the widows and 
orphans made so by this war. I have followed 
on more than one occasion my friendsand ne izh- 
bors to their last ns place—men who had fall- 
en in this waratthe hands of traitors with whom 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Harris] sym- 


pathizes; and who he prays to God may suec- 
ceed in this rebellion. have felt ever since this 
Congress met there was les 


3 patriotism right here 
than in almost any other place 
length and breadth of the } 
and again that we who are s 

sent the loyal and patriotic mas 
try, who are making sa 
ever made before, are recreant to our duties in 
not crushing more speedily the traitor 


throughout the 
I have fi ime 
here t 


ial d. 
Te} 
SCR ¢ f th >, ouNne 


rifices suchas no people 


us uller- 
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ecution of 


e battle-field. If 


Is it 
the other 


ances of rebel sympathizersin this House. 
c mem! 
few noble excep- 
I pray that 
true, that 


with 
side of the House who, with 


tions,are nsymy] ny wilh treason sr 


be iuse we associate ers on 


the words of the poet may not prove 
« Vice is a monster of so frighttul mien, 

\ t but to be seen; 
But seen too oft, mitiar with her face, 
We first endure, then pity, then embrace. 

Is that 
have been 


) ted, nee 
here? Is it because we 
toassociate in an official ca- 


pacity with i holdir ‘ntiments like those of 
the gentleman aiens Maryland and the gentleman 


our condition 
a 


ie st 


from the second district of Ohio, whose case is 
now under consideration ? We have lostin some 
way, I fear, the mesmeric influence of the people 
who sent us here for the vigorous 
prosecution of the war and the overthrow of this 
rebellion. ‘l'’o the eternal di: and shame of 
Thirty-Eighth Congress be it said that we 
failed to secure a two-thirds vote for 
tion expelling a man who 
who insulted the s« ldlie a 
alty and patriotism of 
ure to expel, my d 
{[Mr. Schenck] su 
in these words: 


and who are 
rrace 


the resolu- 
insulted the House, 
who insulted the loy- 
land. After this fail- 
hed friend from Ohio 


itted a resolution of censure 


sckoaedl 


‘“ Resolved, That Bensamin G. Harris, a Representative 
fifth district of the State of Maryland. having 
rds this day in debat nding and 
ourage the existing rebellion and the 


mies of this Union, is d ed to be rthy member 
ely censured.” 


from the 

spoken we manitestiy tt 
designed to en ene 
Clad aiunwe 
of this Llouse, an 


Thisresolution wasa 


dg tis herevy seve 


lopt d by a vote of ninety- 
iteen, nearly five to including 
every member present ¢ n this side of the House. 

By this vote the House have declared what they 
thought of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
Harris.] It wasa solemn declaration of ninety- 
three sworn members of the American Congress 
thatthe gentleman from Maryland, in consequence 
of treasonable words spoken here, words the ef- 


were for the encourage- 


three to eigi one, 


fect and design of which 
ment of the public enemy, is 
ber of this House 

How stands the record of Indiana on this res- 
olution? In ffirmative Messrs. Dument, 
Harrincton, Hotman,Juuian, and Ortrn. Two 
of my Democratic colleagues voung with us, [Mir. 
HARRINGTON and Mr. Houtman,] and declaring 
by their votes that the gentleman from Mary- 
land, (Mr. Harris,] in cons his trea- 
sonable language, is *fan unworthy member of this 
House,’’ yetboth gentlemen voted that this “un- 
worthy member’’ shi — still retain his seat, to 
contaminate with his traitorous presence this Hall 
: “This action may be recon- 
; if so, | doubt not the loyal men of the 
third and fo rth districts would be glad to see the 
process by which it can be reconciled. 

In the negative we find the names of Mr 
and Mr. Voornuees; the rest of the 
delegation from Indiana [Mr. 
McDowe.] having 
known to themselves. 

Here, then, is the} 


an unworthy mem- 


the a 


quence of 


: 
cilal 


. Law 
Democratic 
Cravens and Mr. 
retired, for reasons best 


cord made by the delega- 
tion from Indiana; and so far as l am concerned 
—and I think I speak for my colleagues upon this 
de of the LlLouse—weare ready, and our people 
are ready, to meet the issue which those gentle- 
men havetenderedtous. Ifthe people of Indiana 
not be prosecuted any 
that the blessings of Heaven 
est upon our arms, if they desire 
that, inthe language of the gentleman from Mary- 
land, her sons shall be * we leomed with bloody 
hands to hospitable graves,’’ why,in God’s name, 
let the sons of Indiana be withdrawn from all 
along the lines of ourarmies which now stand as 
a wall of fire between you and the rebel hordes. 
In the hurry of this debate I had almost for- 
gotten to pay my respects to the gentieman from 
the Cincinnati district, [Mr. Pr NDLETON,] who 
felt it his duty to come to the rescue of his friend 
from Maryland, [Mr. Harris,] and to call me to 
order for using the word * traitor’’ in speaking of 
his lan He exhibited a good 
deal of sensitiveness and nota lule technic ality. 
The honorable gwonth man occupying the chair, 
[Mr. Rotuws,of New Hampshire,] however,very 
prompthy and very properly decided the . Lhad not 
» House A solemn vote 
nvoeman | rMr. Ilarris] the 
opinion of tus Llouse, that he had used words 
**manifestly tending and designed to encourage 


desire that this war shall 


further, ifthey . sire 


| q! } . 
Shuai Ho tenget 





guage on this floor. 


violated the ru 


es of 


has affixed upon the ge 


TAL GLOBE, 


| otherwise 





ape 


the ex cisting rebellion and the public ene; 
his nation. This amounts to a ome ‘ ¢ i 

spe aking of it I pref e rred to use the zB ws AN in \V . 
Saxon word * traitor.’? plain Ang 


I am in the habit— it is proba ly 1 fault 
. ie “s oak i . 
—ofvealling things by their ri ghtnames. W | y? 
am dealing with a man cony ted of steali, I : 


hima thief; and I prefer, whe n talking ofa ht 


able act, to call it treason. It may An aoe “ 
bad taste, it may hi ot suit the pecultar ta m : s 
gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Pexpieto) bi jon's sak 
suits me, and I believe it will suit my ae ie" 
_— J Lous = = 
ents. That rentleman [Mr. Pex: LETON] w i ' 
| devoted follower of the lamented Jude, D — $ 
i} and he epee pardon me if in these dis us ‘ | 
adopt the designation which that distine ae 
, | fuis 
man himself used the last speech of - try. 
Speaking of this rebellion, Judg: Douclas said I Jan 
his Chicago speech: id Mr, Cox 
‘i ’ 
** Every man must be on the side of the U) ited Stay 4 
againstit. There can be no neutrals in this wa Thor pe 
can be none but patriots or traitors.” aoe i 
Hence, in the language of Judge Donolss Va 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Sl annes fea ‘old D 


a patriot ora traitor. The s gentleman from 


QO e | w 
{Mr. PenpLeron] may r regard him a patriot | stroyed 
have already stated in which ca ry |) hin . ( 
and all others who entertain his views. 7 pdr oF 

My colleague [Mr. Voornees] has declaimed a court-m 
mos teloquently in favor ot free speech. To him wasa Det 
and those with whom he sympathizes this ig q filly exa 
somewhatrecentzeal. When throughout theslay 
States for years and years the gag was « oe 
applied to all whodid not falldown and wo : it 
the god of slave ry; when north men w \ 
maltreated, imprisoned, murdered for the ex te 
sion of their opinions throughout the slay is \ 
gions of the country, this eloquent tonzue was Mrs 
silent. When Sumner was murde rously ass at ( 
in the Senate Chamber for words spok 1 de- sition 
bate, was any word of rebuke oie from that try. W 

| quarter?) While Jeff. Davis and his « ; f Cong 
tors are trampling under foot the 1 f 
speech and free press it does not in the least dis- 
turb the equi animity of gentlemen on M 


side, or call forth their indignant disa 


am for free speech, but when it degencrates , 1 Ne 
blatant treason I am for stop; ing it, aud will stonl there 
whenever I have the power of doing it; nor y 
I heed the ** constitutional”’ appeals ofg : 
when they use * free speech”? only | r the pr PERNAN 
of de stroying that Constitution. Ws 
in peculisr umes, and are surrounded by | know 
circumstances, The enemy is withina few hours’ sides of 
march of this very Capitol, the ground on wl | 
we stand is threatened by hisinroads, and w ay 
permitted to occupy our seats here simp!y fring 
cause a cordon of loyal bayoncts in the lands of 
a loyal and brave citizen soldiery surro $ us se 
While these soldiers are abused v \ the res 
members on this floor I cannot consent that such from M 
abuse shall shield itself under the sp IS Tulse eny 
of free speech. al 
A man is free to speak so long as lhe speaks y the « 
for the nation; when he S| eaks against the nat MENS It 
he shall not, with my consent, do so wilh im- rl 
punity on this floor. ’ - 
Two large armies now confront each other in To the | 
hostile array. One is marshaled under the ime- \ 
honored flag of the Republic; the other under | ter 
rattlesnake flag of secession and treason, If w 
cannot legislate here as men and as | 
we cannot rise above the paltry bickerings 
party; if we cannot faithfully discharge the high : 
and important trust committed to our hands R 
this must trying hour of our nation *s history, ‘ 
God’s name let us adjourn; let us go to the! 
spective camps of these two armies; let each sei ue 
the flag which most nearly represents his views 
and feelings; enroll our names under the chiel- tions,” 
tain we most admire; and thus enrolled, when Ine 
the drum beats ** to arms,’’ let us say, a 
“Lay on, Macduff, volved 
And damned be him that first cries, Hold, enough!” 1 R 
| How often have we been regaled with the falst ¢ 
and unblushing assertions that this is an *'a . 
ition war;”’ that the men engaged in restoring I 
the Government, in quelling treason, and in e- 
manding the just punishment of traitors, are : 
| **black Republicans.’? These charges can have! ) bind 
other effect (they may be designed for this very afford 
purpose) than to create divisions 1 the North, to ,' ta 
array men againsteach other on false issues W! Union,” 


would stand shoulder ¢ 


together, 





a 
afford 


that we wi] 


-» the commencement of this war. 
ae i told almost daily, that the Con- 
" . yjolated and the dearest rights of 

eo a iden under foot by the ** black 
.’? for the sole purpose of abolishing 
. this category truth compels me to 


i 
} hil 


serpy” be gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox]a 


- » orobably the most prominent position. 
vo his logic, men are thrust into dun- 


; ,« American bastiles,’’ for mere opin- 
- Eni Ifany error has been committed by | 

Ad sistration in this matter, that error has 

, ‘the side of lenity; for my opinion is, it 

sg persistent sympathizers with treason 


nearcerated Where but one has received 
nuons, it would have been better for the 


" = ntations of the gentleman from Ohio 
Mr. | an over the case of his friend Vallandig- 
-revous in the extreme: like some one of 
a fuses to be comforted.”’ 
oneolation to him at least that his friend 
V: . jigham in all his troubles was inthe hands 
oi Democrats, Democrats of that good old 
i who love their country too well to see it 
‘oetroved by traitors. Vallandigham wasarrested 
v order’ fa Democrat, General Burnside, a loyal 
> of Indiana. He was tried and convicted by 
- ourtemartial, almost every member of which 
wasa Democrat, and thattrialand conviction was 
vy examined, revised, and confirmed by a Dem- 
iudge, ene who received his appointment 
nds of Andrew Jackson, and who is a 
é-m believer in the Jackson doctrine of dealing 
withtraitors. While ** waiting and watching over 
1 border,’ he cannot say that his banishment 
«the work of abolitionists. 
~ Mr.Speaker, you know, and the country knows, 
that old and true Democrats are found in every 
position, civil and military, battling for the coun- 
try. We have them in the Cabinet, on the floors 
of Congress, at the head of the Army, in the ranks 


e soldiers, in the walks of private life, giving 


‘ 


stro 


! 


Itshould be | 


eir aid and their support to the Government. | 


My friend from the Toledo district [Mr. Asner] 
alls my attention to the remark of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Fernanpo Woop,] that 
there can be no such a person as ‘fa war Demo- 


at fam aware that this remark was made 
to-day by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 


Feavaypo Woon,] and I feel satisfied that the | 


ry will mark that extraordinary assertion. 

| know it to beuntrue, and my colleagues on both 
“this Chamber will bear me witness that 
Indiana hundreds and thousands of men who 
ave been Democrats all their lives, up to the 
ining of the first gun at Fort Sumter, are now un- 
liuonal supporters of the Government, and 
semen, had they been called upon to vote on 


the resolution for the expulsion of the gentleman 


sides of 


rom Maryland, {Mr. Harnis,] would have given | 


emphatic affirmative vote. 


an et Sir, | hold in my 
andac 


y the officers and soldiers in the Indiana regi- 
ents in the army of the Cumberland, and sent 

r Legislature during the session of 1863. I 
willread a portion of it: 


™) 


“To the General “Assembly of the State of Indiana: 
“ idersigned officers and soldiers of the Indiana vol- 





polley Which denied us a voice in the late election, and 


ta wit 


r, hevertheless desire to participate in the pre 
couneils Which are to shape the popular ideas of 
7 ‘fe, and cousequently to control the actions of its 
pseniatives in the General Assembly. We speak, as 
*, beeanse ourlives are staked upon the issue of the 

t struggic; as citizens. because, at no distant day, 
is Who survive are to share with you the responsi- 


uitities citizenship, and to experience, in common with 
, opie at home, the results of your present delibera- 
JoOns, * . * 7 * * * * 


iar 


' vd . a we propose the following resolutions to |} 
"a tes ry the 


Legislature of Indiana, and to consti- 
“ists Ol all those acts bearing upon the interests 
- in the foregoing address: 
vu, esolved, That we are unconditionally and determ- 
yi favor of the Union. 

"2. Resolved, 


Wol 


' That in order to the preservation of the 


lies 


ed, That we will sustain our State and Federal 
ss With noney and supplies, in all their efforts to 
ane { nion and prosecute the war. 
“solved, ‘That we will discountenance every faction 
“tice tending to create animosities at home, or to 
_olomtion and hope to our enemies in arms, and 
leooperate only with those who will stand by 


‘ion? Ah by those who are fighting Ue battles of the 


sta 


£ tie wisdom of that feature of our Government | 
es the civil freedom from the influence of the || 


regitnents, submitting with patriotic self-denial to | 


in favor of a Vigorous prosecution of the war, | 


1] 
| 


Here is the voice of forty thousand of the brave 
sons of Indiana giving their opinion of this war. 
Hundreds of these men were always Democrats; 
and do you suppose that if the humblest of them 
had been occupying a seat on this floor last Sat- 
urday, he would have been found voting with my 
Democratic colleagues to retain in his seat a man 
who boldly proclaime d that he hoped ** God Al- 
mighty would nevergrant success to our soldiers?” 

But, sir, | have another document here, signed 
by some of the most active and prominent Dem- 
ocrats of my State. My Democratic colleagues 
are familiar with the names of Hovey, Spiccly, 
McLean, McGinnis, and Slack, appended to this 
address. These are names that will live in his- 
tory when the names of sympathizers with treason 
will be remembered only with scorn and detesta- 
tion. 

To the Democracy of Indiana: 


The following stirring appeal has been addressed to the 
Democracy of Indiana by their companions in armsin Ar 
kansas: 

aving a deep interest in the future glory and welfare of 


} our country, and believing that We occupy a position in 


| their conquest. 


| their offspring, are fit ‘* mud-sills”’ 


py ofa memorial and resolutions adopted || 


f graceful a proposition! 


which we cansee the effects of the political struggles at 
home upon the hopes and fears of the rebels, we deem it 
to be our duty to speak to you openly and plainly in regard 
to the sane. 

The rebels of the South are leaning on the northern 
Democracy for support, and it is unquestionably true that 
unjustifiable opposition to the Administration is * giving 
aid and comfort to the enemy While it is the duty of 
patriots to oppose the usurpation of power, itis alike their 
duty to avoid captious criticisms, that might create the 
very evils which they attempt to avoid. 

The name of Democrat, associated with all that is bright 
and glorious in the history of the past, is being sullied and 
disgraced by demagogues, who are appealing to the lowest 
prejudices and passions of our people. We have nothing 
to expect from the South, and nothing to hope, without 
They are now using their money freely 
to subsidize the press and politicians of the North, and 
with what effect the tone of some of our journals and the 
speeches of some of our leaders too plainly and painfully 
testily. 

We see, with deep solicitude and regret, that there is an 
undercurrent in Indiana tending toward a coalition of the 
Northwest with the South against the eastern States. Be 
not deceived. Pause, for the love you bear to your coun 
try, and reflect. This movement is only a rebel scheme 
in disguise, that would involve you, alike with themselves, 
in the crime of rebellion, and bring to your own hearth 
stones the desolation of a French Revolution, Separation 
on either side, with peace in the future, is impossible, and 
we are compelled by self-interest, 
honor, and every impulse of manhood, to bring this unholy 
contest to a successiul termination, 

What! admit that we are whipped? That twenty-three 
milion northern men are unequal to nine millions of the 
South? Shame on the State that would entertain so dis 
Shame upon the Democrat who 
would submit to it, and raise his cowardly voice and claim 
that he was an Indianian! He, and such dastards, with 
upon which should be 
built the lordly structure of treirsouthern aristocracy! And 
with whom would this unholy alliance be formed?) With 
men who have forgotten their fathers, their oaths, their 
country, and their God; with guerrillas, cotton burners, 
with those who force every mate inhabitant of the South 
capable of bearing arms in the field, though starving wives 
and babes are lett behind! Men who persecute and hang, 
or drive from their lines, every man, woman, and child 
who will not fall down and worship the southern god. And 
yet free-born men of our State will sympathize with such 
tyrants, and dare even to dream of coalition! Indiana’s 
proud and loyal legions number at least seventy thousand 
effective men in the field, and, as with one great heart, we 
know they would repudiate all unholy combination tend 
ing to the dismemberment of our Government. 

In this dark hour of our country’s trial there is but one 
road to success and peace, and that is to be as firinly united 
for our Government as the rebels are against it. Small dif 
ferences of opinion amount to nothing in this grand strug 
gle for a nation’s existence. Do not place even-one straw 
in the way, and remember that every word you speak to 
encourage the South nerves the arm and strikes the blow 
which is aimed at the hearts’ blood of our brothers aud 
kindred. 

ALVIN P. IOVEY, Brig. Gen. 

WILLIAM 'T. SPICELY, Col. 34th Indiana. 

WILLIAM E. McLEAN, Col, 43d Indiana. 

GEORGE F. McGINNIS, Col. 11th Indiana. 

JAMES R. SLACK, Col. 47th Indiana, 
Hevena, ARKANSAS, February 2, 1863. 


But, Mr. Speaker, my time is nearly exhausted, 
although the theme is inexhaustible. I shall vote 
for the resolution introduced by my friend and 
colleague [Mr. Cotvax] for the expulsion of the 
gentleman from Ohio,{Mr. Lone.] The country 
will not only sustain but thank him for this act. 
I shall vote for the resolution because I believe the 
times demand that this House shall take a bold 
and decided stand with reference to these treason- 
able utterances in this Hall. I shall vote for the 
resolution because if unrebuked it will lead to 


demoralization in our Army, to divisions, blood- 


I shall vote for 
member from Ohio 


shed, and riots all over the land. 


the resolution because the 


| [Mr. Lone) has declared in favor of the recogni- 


hy every principle of 


| until the rebels yield obedience to our laws. 
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tion of the so-called confederacy, and hence is un- 
worthy of aseat on this floor. ~ The recognilion of 
the confederacy is the destruction of the United States, 
and by no vote, se ntiment, or actof mine will this 
ever receive my approbation, 

We are told, Mr. Spenker. by these centlemen 
that they are for peace, So are we for peace. 
There is not a man on this side of the House, with 
whom I have the honor of acting on this floor, 
who is not likewise in favor of peace, 


Dut not 
lam 
in favor of peace, Mr. Speaker, but not until the 


last armed rebel bites the dust. I am in favor of 


| peace, but net until the cause of this rebellion 


shall be utterly exterminated, not until the last 
shackle shall fall from the limb of the last slave. 
I am in favor of peace, but not until that starry 
flag of oursand this Constitution shall be acknowl- 
edged and obeyed over every inch of American 
soil. 

Mr. KERNAN. Mr. Speaker, the question 
before the House is whether one of the Represent- 
atives of the people from the State of Ohio shall 
be expelled from this body for views which he 
entertains, and in support of which he argued at 
length on the floor of this House. It certainly, 


| sir, is an important question—one of great im- 
| portance in itself, and of grave importance to this 


| its further prosecution. 


, ernment is 


| 


body asa precedent. It is one which calls upon 
us to examine it with coolness, with firmness, and 
with delib: ration. The proposition to turn out 
of this Hall one of the Representatives sent here 
by the people to act and speak for them is one of 
great Importance in reference to the Representa- 
tive himself, to the rights of his constituents, to 
this House asa deliberative body, and to the prin- 
ciples upon which our Government is based. 

In the remarks which I shall submit, nothing, 
I trust, can move or induce me to indulge to any 
degree in the bitter partisan and personal denun- 
ciations which have characterized so much of 
the debate to-day. Is there a person within this 
Hall who, when he remembers the condition of 
our country, surrounded as it is with dangers 
which threaten its destruction, when he thinks of 
our soldiers in the field, and of our sorrow-stricken 
and anxious people at home, believes that we, in 
the council of the nation, have done or tended to 
effect any good to the country, or done anything 
toward preserving that Union which we profess 
to love so much, by the debate which has oc- 
curred to-day? I say this not in disparagement 
of any gentleman here, and in no spirit of erit- 
cism; I speak honestly that which has pressed 
upon my mind as I have heard bitter and vindic- 
tive epithets applied by one member to another 
if this Hall. lL only allude to it to say that I shall 
not on this occasion allow myself to speak one 
word of like character toward those from whom 
I may widely differ. I shall confine myself to 
those questions which seem to me to pertain prop- 
erly to the matter under consideration, stating 
my views in regard to the sentiments put forth 
by the gentleman from Ohio whom it is proposed 
to expel, and=my reasons for the vote which I 
intend to give on the resolution for his expulsion. 

In order to obviate misconception as to the rea- 
sons for my action on this question, It is proper 
that I should state that I differ entirely from the 
member from Ohio, [Mr. Lona,] both as to his 
premises and his conclusions, as state d by himin 
the remarks he submitted to the House, and which 
are now under consideration. In this speech, as 
reported in the Globe, he says: 


‘“My first and highest ground of opposition to its [the 
war’s] further prosecution is thatit is wrong; itisin viola 
tion of the Constitution and of the fundamental principles 
on which the Federal Union was founded.” 

He proceeds to give his reasons and arguments 
for this opinion, citing various opinions of others 
which he claims sustain this position, and finally 
says: 

**T now believe that there are but two alternatives, and 


they are either an acknowledgment of the independence of 


the South as an independent nation or their complete sub 
jugation and extermination as a people, and of these alter 
natives L prefer the former.” 

If there is no constitutional power in the Gov- 
ernment to prosecute the war, to suppress the 
rebellion and*maintain the Union, then there is 
nothing extraordinary in his being opposed to 
But I am of the con- 
In my judgment th Federal Gov- 
sovere ign and supreme within its 
constitutional limits or sphere, and the State 


trary opinion. 
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government is sovereign and supreme as to all 
matters as to which authority is not granted by 
the Constitution to the Federal Government or 
rrohibited to the States. The Constitution of the 
United States and the laws made in pursuance 
thereof are the supreme law of the land and must 
be obeyed, notwithstanding any State law or con- 
stitution to the contrary. ‘This is the letter of 
the Constitution, and this 1 understand to be the 
teaching of the founders of the Government. 
The Federal Government has the right, and it is 
the sworn duty of those intrusted with its ad- 
ministration, to enforce the Constitution and laws, 
to suppress resistance and compel obedience to 
them within the entire territory of the United 
States. If ten men combine to resist and endeav- 
or to set their authority at defiance, it is the 
right and duty of the Federal Government, under 
and in accordance with the Consutution, to sup- 


press the resistance of these ten men, compel them | 


to obey, and punish them for their disobedience; 
and it has authority to use all the force necessary 
to effect this object. So, if a million or any other 
number of the ciuzens of one or of several States 
combine and resist and seek to overthrow the 
authority of the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, the Federal Government has the 
right and it is the duty of those exercising its 
authority to employ the requisite force to sup- 
press the rebellion and enforce obedience. The 
State authorities, or the people of a State act- 
ing by or through the State government, can- 
not by State constitution or law shield one citizen 
of the State in setting the United States Constitu- 
tion and laws at defiance, or screen him from 
punishment for disobeying them; nor can they 
justify the entire people of the State in disobeying 
or resisting the authority and jurisdicuon of the 
Federal Government or in rebellion against it, 
because the Constitution of the United States and 
the laws made in pursuance thereof are the su- 
preme law of the land, and every person within 
the United States is bound to submit to and obey 
them, 


As to all matters of government, all local mat- 


ters, over which jurisdiction and authority are not 


granted by the Constitution to the Federal Gov- | 


ernment, the people of the States and the State 
governments they form are supreme; the Federal 
Governmentcannot rightfully interfere with these, 


because *‘the powers not delegatedto the United | 


States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by itto 
the States, are reserved tothe States respectively, 
or to the people.’’ That is my understanding of the 
Constitusion; andas to the rightful authority ofthe 


Federal Government and those administering it to | 


suppress rebellion against its authority, touse the 
power of armies and navies to defend and main- 
tain its jurisdiction, I state this my conviction 
respectfully toward those who may differ from 
me, but earnestly deepened and strengthened as 
it is by all the reflections 1 have been able to be- 
stow upon aquestion of so much importance un- 
der the circumstances in which the country has 
been, for the last few years, placed. 

It is often said in reference to the question of 
using armed force to suppress the rebellion, 
** You have no rightto coerce States.’”?” Why, sir, 
the United States has nothing to do with coercing 
States. It deals with individuals who resist the 
Constitution and laws. It commands them to 
submit to the law; if they refuse, it enforces 
obedience and punishes them for disobedience. In 
doing this, nay, in using armed force to sup- 
press those in rebellion against its authority, it 
does not intrench upon the rightful jurisdiction or 
reserved rightsof the States. In doing this we are 
dealing with individuals who owe obedience to 
the Federal Government and its laws. 

I have said thus much to show how widely I 
differ from those who have doubts as to the au- 
thority of the Government of the United States 
to defend itself and maintain the authority of the 
Constiiution, and thus preserve the Union by em- 
ploying the necessary armed power to suppress 
the existing rebellion; and I will add that I re- 
gard itto be my duty to sustain those in authority 
in all needful constitutional measures to bring 
those in rebellion to obedience. 

It is often said, and in my judgment it is true, 
that the policy of the Administration, as to the 


} 


Union. Many of the purposes sought to be ef- 
feeted by the party in power in waging the war 
I entirely disapprove of. I differ from the Ad- 
ministration as to many of its measures,and very 
much of its policy; nevertheless I do not mean to 
be placed in an attitude of hostility to the Gov- 
ernment of mycountry. For the present the ad- 
ministration of the Government has been, in ac- 
cordance with the Constitution, intrusted to the 
party in power. The President and his chosen 
advisers can alone now wield its powers, and they 
and the political party which sustains them decide 
as to policyand measures. Under these circum- 
stances I deem it to be my duty, as a citizen and 
as a Representative, to give to them the necessary 
men and means to defend and maintain the au- 
thority of the Constitution and to put down the 
rebellion, holding them responsible and account- 
able to the people for the use they make of them. 
If i believe their policy or measures wrong, | 
have the right to remonstrate against them, to 
point out wherein they are erroneous or unau- 
thorized, to advocate a different policy or differ- 
ent measures; and I trust I will never be intimi- 
dated from doing so in a proper spirit, and on all 
fitting occasions, by any denunciation of my acts 
or imputations upon my motives. If lam, I do 
not deserve the liberty our institutions were in- 
tended to secure to our citizens, and am not worthy 
of a seat here as a Representative. 

The remedy under our form of Government for 
the misconduct of those administering it, is by an 
appeal to the electors, who can displace them 
and indicate the policy they prefer and will have 
pursued. The remedy, if their policy be wrong, 
is not in withholding from those intrusted with 
the administration the necessary means to carry 
on the Government; is notin a factious opposition 
or illegal resistance to them; but the remedy is 
to displace them at the elections. In answer to 
the argument that we have no right to carry on 
this war to put down the rebellion and maintain 
the Union, my platform may be stated in few 
words. I with every other citizen have a right 
to say the Government founded upon the union 


| of the States under the Constitution is my Gov- 


mass of the people in rebellion, and in carrying | 


on the war, is not the true one to speedily sup- 
press the rebellion and to defend and restore the 


ernment; its preservation and perpetuation is 
essential to my liberty, peace, and prosperity, 
and to thatof my descendants; therefore I have 
a right and it is my duty to defend it against 
those who seek to destroy it, whether they come 
from abroad or arise in our midst. Whena 
portion ef our own people array themselves in 
arms, resist the rightful authority of the consti- 
tuted authorities of the Federal Government, and 
declare that the Union under the Constitution is 
to be severed, deeply as I regret the necessity, 
nevertheless | will stand. with those who are in 
favor of compelling submission by the use of all 


| the armed force which is required to suppress 


resistance, and to restore the authority of the 
Constitution and the laws made in pursuance 
of it. 

Mr. Speaker, entertaining these views, I regard 
it proper to make a few observations in reference 
to remarks made this morning by one of my col- 
leagues from New York,(Mr. Fernanpo Woop,] 
who expressed views different from those which 
I have just expressed. | make no complaint that 
he holds the opinions which he has expressed in 
reference to this rebellion; but I have a right to 
point out errors he has fallen into as to others. 
He said there is no such thing as a war Dem- 
ocrat; that this was a contradiction in terms. If, 
as I understand him, he means by this those of 
the Democratic party who hold that it isthe right 


| of the Government of the United States to sup- 


press by force of arms those who are now in 
armed rebellion against its authority, with the 


/ avowed purpose of establishing an independent 


confederacy in the southern States, and whe hold 
that the Federal Government has by and under 
the Constitution authority to employ the neces- 
sary armed force to compel those in rebellion to 
submit to the Constitution and laws of the United 
States, and that those administering the Govern- 


| ment should be sustained in all »roper constitu- 


tional measures and efforts to effect this object, 
then I certainly ama war Democrat, and I believe 
the great mass of the Democratic party are war 
Democrats. 

In the State of New York that party, by each 
of its State conventions held since the rebellion 


broke out, has in its declaration of principles de- || they chance to be popular or unpopular. 
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nounced secession, declared its unalter 
ment to the Union under the Constituy 
that it would sustain those in authority ‘img 
stitutional efforts to suppress the rely, ne — 
restore and preserve the Cnion. I do nets teat 
on this floor or elsewhere to speak fort} a rae 
It is a boldand patriotic party, and shun r 
proper time and by its Representatives x, . 
for that purpose declares its principles an , 
cates the policy which it advocates, ; n a 
in power it would pursue. I have sim vateiad 
my own views and the position oc “upied byt 
party in the State of New York. That aint 

believe, contributed its full quota to the ‘, *) 
which has been summoned to the field. a; rie 
members have not been outdone by oth, rein: . 
vate or public efforts to encourage the soldiac).,. 
providing for his family and alleviating te ), of 
ships which he endures. The members of u.., 
party as a whole are, as I believe, earnestly a 
determinedly in favor of preserving the Unions .¢ 
these States under the Constitution. To tha: 
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end 


and for that purpose they are in favor of em , 
ing the necessary force to overthrow th mile s 
power of the so-called confederate States. aya ¢ 

» ANd to 


compel the people to submit to the Const 
and laws. So far as it is necessary, they ay, in 
favor of using force to restore and prescrye the 
Union; but they believe that wisdom, statesman, 
ship, and the best interests of our country ye 
quire that moderation and conciliation should 
superadded to the power of the sword to rest 
the country to unity and peace. 

Thegentleman from New York [Mr. Ferwaypo 
Woop] says he is for peace. I desire peace 
W hen we look around and see mourning jn ey: ry 
neighborhood, and sorrow and anxiety produced 
by this unnatural war at almost every fireside 
who does not wish for peace? But, in my jude- 
ment, it is idle to talk of peace with the Union 
preserved until we have defeated the armies mar- 
shaled to destroy it. It is useless to talk of sending 
commissioners to treat with the rebel authorities 
now, because they have declared over and over 
again that they will not negotiate except upon the 
basis of separation, of a dissolution of the Union, 
Peace upon such a basis would be of short dura- 
tion, while it would be purchased by the destruc. 
tion of the present Government. Making such 
a peace, where is to be the division line? How 
many of the States, after such a peace, will re- 
main united under the Constitution, and how 
long? No; we must break the military power of 
those engaged in this rebellion before we can have 
any peace, except as a condition of separation. 
Are we prepared for that? For one, terrible as 
is this war, lamentable as are its consequences, 
Iam not. In my judgment, the evils which will 
flow from the dissolution of the Union require 
that we should make every effort to restore and 
preserve it. Hence, in sorrow rather than in pas- 
sion, I feel that we cannot desist now from the 
further prosecution of this war. It should not 
be prosecuted for the purpose of carrying outany 
peculiar idea, or to compel the people of the South 
to regulate their local institutions or conform 
their State constitutions to the ideas of the people 
of the northern States. It should be prosecuted 
solely for the purpose of vindicating the author- 
ity of the Constitution, reéstablishing the juris 
diction of the Federal Government, and resior- 
ing the Union of States under the Constitution; 
and when this is accomplished there should be 
peace. This is my opinion. I do notspeak ‘or 
others; butI believe it is substantially the opinion 
of the mass of the thoughtful, patriotic, and con- 
servative citizens of the country. 

Sir, | ask pardon of the House for occupy'"g 
this much of its time in alluding to these ques 
tions. But I deemed it notimproper to do 80, In 
asmuch as I differ so widely from the views © 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lone] whose opi 
ions are under consideration; but, nevertheless, 
shall vote against the resolution to expel him. 
[ trust that no member will be awed by the maa- 
ifestations which we have seen and heard in the 
galleries from maintaining the great principle ° 
free speech and fearless debate in this Hall. Our 
form of government, the rights of the peoples 
and the character of this body demand that the 
Representative should be at liberty to prociaim 
ca advocate here his views on questions of & 


public character freely and fearlessly, “co 
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“eq to observe that while this important 
= inder consideration, while we were 


oo ae ee qbeiher we should expel a Repre- 
fiverating wae iievle for expressing in reapect- 
geniative © his opinions on public questions here, 
ful la = American citizens In this Hall so dead 
; at is due to the place and to the question as 


umorous applause their approval 
proposition for suppressing free debate 
Let not the lessons of the French Revolu- 
no lost upon the American people. The 
a er of Deputies intended, doubtless, at 
tset to relieve the French people from seri- 
dens and give them a free Government. 
+ by yielding to passion and ponene clamor it 
became nota deliberative body to guide and 
\|. but a body to register the decrees of the 
vied populace. [They gave neither freedom nor 
om ‘the French people, but a despotism arose 
eth disorder which ensued, beneath which 
i borty was crushed, and the sons of France were 
jeagwed at he Will and to subserve the ambition 
- => man over Europe, drenching it with their 
wd. and leaving mourning in every household 
«rence, Letus andour people take warning 
of the danger of giving way to passion, excite- 
ment, and undue partisan feeling in times like 
veo For the sake of our free system of gov- 
sas nt,and that free discussion among the peo- 
_and free debate in our legislative bodies, 
without which our institutions and liberties can- 
long be maintained, let us disregard popular 
clamor and partisan feelings in deciding whether 
a Representative of the people shall be expelled 
for expressing here inan orderly manner opinions 
ypon public questions. Heaven forbid that this 
Government, under which every citizen has been 
ed in his rights and been prosperous and 
y until this rebellion broke out, should be 
overthrown, asmany a thoughtful man begins to 
fear it may be although his hope and prayer is 
that it may not; but if that should be its fate I 
for one desire to have the consolation of having 
decided every question according tomy judgment, 
ased by the fear of unpepularity on the one 
hand or the hope of clamorous applause on the 
olner. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lone] in Com- 
mitiee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
the President’s message being under considera- 

,on an occasion when it was entirely proper 
for him to express his views as to the war, did 
so. The question is, have wea rightto and shall 
he be expelled for doing so? I beg of members 
io recollect that we are not to pass upon the cor- 
rectuess of his opinions, or whether we deem 
them wiseor patriotic. Asa Representative, and 
honestly entertaining them, had he not a right to 
express them here? Had he not a right to try 
to convince his fellow-members that his views 
were correct and that they were wrong? If not, 
then this 1s not a deliberative body, and debate 
here is a farce; no opinions can be expressed 
and maintained here unless they are in accord- 
ance with the views of the majority. A Repre- 
sentative believes the policy which the majority 
‘8 pursuing is destructive of the best interests of 
the people, thatit wall lead to no good result, and 
Here in the council of the nation, where it is his 
rightand duty to speak, he proposes and advocates 
‘dierent policy. Conceding that he is wrong, 
should he be expelled? Has a majority or two 
thirds of this House a right to expel him because 
‘hey think his views erroneous or unpatriotic? 
If $0, what becomes of the freedom of discussion? 
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" Here are the rights of minorities here or among | 
His erroneous views should be con- 


the people? 
uv verted b 
eXpel 
y 
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y arguments, but we have no right by 


Hels; and whether he does or not isa question 
velween him and them. 


‘one citizen or a hundred send to this body a 
respectful petition 


Member {Mr. Low 


teenies? G} has argued, we are bound 
to receive it, 


re om” a former period, whea the coun- 
- be ne once ul and happy, when there seemed 
nine een for talking of dissolving this 

eis - possible contingency to warrant 
} Se ve that purpose, petitions by citizens of 
Union a tts, Poet for a dissolution of the 
in thisbody: hee to Mr. Adams, a Representative 
Wittee forth one presented them and moveda com- 
or their consideration ; and when there was 


“ing to silence him or to attempt to stifle the | 
*e of his constituents if he speaks their senti- | 


praying for precisely what the | 


| 
] 
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| especially in time of war. 
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an attempt made to expel or censure him those who | 


made it were abashed and cowed by the excoria- 
tion which they received as the eloquent old man 
vindicated the right of petition in the citizen and 
the right and ae of the Representative to pre- 
sent his petition here. 
the Union then could be presented, surely it may 
be now; and if the people have a right to present 
a petition they have a right to send a Represent- 
ative here to advocate their views in proper terms, 
and we have no right to expel him for doing so. 
But without regard to precedents, upon the prin- 
ciples that underlie the Government and which 
must be recognized in thisas a deliberative legis- 
lative body,examine the question. The country 
isengaged in a war to suppressa rebellion. It has 


become a fearful war in the destruction of life and | 


property. A Representative of a portion of the 


casion forthe consideration of the question, argues | 
to this body that the war should not be further || 


prosecuted; that it will not be successful in re- 
storing the Union of the States, and that the in- 
dependence of the insurgents should be acknowl- 
edged, and peace thus secured. We think his 
proposition unwise and unpatriotic. But the ques- 


tion is one of the questions to be decided by this || the expression of erroneous or improper opinions. 


Every time we vote supplies to maintain | 


House. 
the Army we decide in favor of continuing the 


war to put down the rebellion, and try to restore | 


and preserve the Union under the Constitution, 
Is the member from Ohio [Mr. Lone] to be ex- 
pelled for differing from the majority, or even for 
differing with every other member on this ques- 
tion which comes properly before us for decision? 


If a petition to dissolve | 


i} 
| 


| 


| 


| 


them. 
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fear of censure by this body, then the minority 
will have surrendered all their rights, or, if they 
do not, there will be nothing but efforts to expel 
I believe it should be a very remarkable 
case to justify us in passing censure upon any 
gentleman occupying a seat upon this floor, sent 
from any Sea within a loyal State, for 
words decorously spoken expressing his opinions 
in debate. Although he may express what I be- 
lieve to be wrong, what I believe to be most un 

patriotic, what | believe to be against the best in: 
terests of the Government, and contrary to ow 
duty as Representatives, | would not censure him 
for the expression of such opinion. I would 
rather bear the evil which may result from the ex- 
pression of improper sentiments, than to inaugu- 
rate here the principle that because two thirds of 


| us differ with a Representative we will drive him 
people who are waging this war, ona suitable oc- | 
' 





1} 





out of the Hall, instead of arguing and voting him 
down. That is not the theory or practice which 
I have supposed wise to inaugurate under our 
Government. I have supposed that as long as 
members were debating subjects under consider- 
ation, no matter what views they might express 
as to the policy of the Government, it was not 
wise or right for us to censure or expel them for 


The Constitution declares that ** Congress shall 
make no law abridging the freedom of speech or 
of the press.”’ If the opinions of the gentleman 





| 


i] 


If so, it will occur that in exciting times, in re- | 


gard to vital — of public policy, the Rep- 
resentative who feels bound to advocate unpop- 
ular views will not be overborne b 


You will have no debate except that which runs 


in the one groove, the majority silencing ye | 
do not 


numerical power all who oppose them. 
wish to see such a state of things in this country 
within or without this House. 


Take, for instance, the last war with Great || 
We wentto war, the whole nation went | 
| into that war, in the right spirit, saying that we 
| would carry it on until Great Britain gave up the 
| claim she made of taking our sailors from beneath 


Britain. 


reason and | 
argument, but will be expelled and thus silenced. || 


our flag because they were born upon her soil. | 


We carried on that war for the purpose of forcing 
her to acknowledge that our flag protected those 
beneath it. We believed, and we had the right 
to believe, that it was due to us to carry on that 
war until our flag should be respected. Yetif a 


man had come into this Hall and advanced the- 


argument that we had better let them take our 
sailors from beneath our flag rather than further 


| to carry on the war, although such an argument 
| would have been strongly against the popular 


feeling, although the people believed it to be un- 
patriotic and wrong, yet could you expel a man 
for arguing that which he believed to be mght? 


|| tainly not, 


from Ohio [Mr. Lone] can be expressed or dis- 
| cussed anywhere in the country, they certainly 
| may behere. Can we rightfully prohibit the people 
| at home, far away from the Army, where they 
| cannot create any special injury, from ex press- 
| ing the opinions expressed here by him? Cer- 
Upon what principle then can we 
| expel him for uttering them here? Thisis the body 
| to decide upon questions of peace or war, upon 
all questions of public policy; and is a Represent- 
ative to be cupelied or punished by a resolution 
of censure for expressing his opinions on these 
subjects?) Mr. Lincoln himself said there must 
be an end of all wars; that we could not fight al- 
| ways. I trust the time will never come when we 
must surrender the hope of restoring and preserv- 
ing this Union. But unless we shall be able to 
bring this war to a successful close within a rea- 
sonable time, no man doubts that the question of 
having peace upon other terms than the restora- 
| tion of the Union under the Constitution will have 
| to be discussed and decided. I hope that by suc- 
cess in the field and wisdom in our councils such 
a question will be avoided; that we shall succeed 
in reéstablishing the authority of the Constitution 
and bring those in rebellion under its authority, 
| But I do not believe it will tend to that result to 
| expel a member for holding a different opinion 
| from ourselves. I do not think we shall restore 
| the Union by occupying the time of the House 
in turning Representatives of the people out of 


| this Hall for opinions expressed on a subject 


During that war | recollect a man by the name | 


of Jeremiah Mason, one of the ablest lawyers sent 
from New England to the Congress then sitting 
inthis Capitol. I read aspeech made by him not 
long since, in which he alleged that the then pro- 
posed conscription act was unconstitutional and 


} 


tyrannical; that he believed the people would re- | 


sist it, and that they ought to resist it. Yet no- 
body attempted toexpel him. It might well have 
been claimed that this language was seditious, 
] do not refer to these 
illustrations as precisely parallel cases. 
refer to them for the purpose of saying that 


| whether this Representative [Mr. Lone] is right 
or wrong, whether we think him patriotic or oth- 





} 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


erwise, whether we think him one way or the 
other as to loyalty, the question is, and the only 
question before us is, can we expel a member 
here because he believes acertain policy wise and 
gets up in this Hall and advocates it? 

Mr. Speaker, if that shall come to be the rule 
of action in representative bodies like this, then, 
believe me, the reign of faction, clamor, and dis- 
order will follow. 
or that such will be the immediate result, but we 
shall have stricken down that honest and fearless 
discussion which isthe life of liberty. Why, sir, 


dated for advocating a course of peep which they | 
8 


believe to be right, from fear of expulsion or from 


| 


I merely | 


Not thatsuch isthe intention, | 


under debate. 

Mr.DAVIS,ofMaryland. Mr.Speaker, since 
a disposition has been manifested to avoid the 
question before the House, | desire to call your 


|| attention to that question before I follow the gen- 


tlemen on the other side in the rather irrelevant 
| discussion in which they have indulged. It is 
not whether in the House of Representatives of 
the United States of America freedom of opinion 
is secured by law, nor whether the freedom of 
speech and of the press is the constitutional right 
of the American citizen, but whether the gentle- 
| man who delivered the speech now in question 
is a fit and worthy member of this House; not 
whether, out of doors, in his private capacity, he 
| would be entitled to entertain and asan individual 
to express the opinions which he has uttered here, 
| but whether as a legislator charged to protect the 
| interests of the people, sworn to maintain the Con- 
| stitution of the United States, he has not avowed 
a purpose inconsistent with those duties, a reso- 
lution not to maintain but to destroy; a determin- 
ation not to defend but to yield up undefended 
to the enemies of the Ur ited States what he was 
sent here to protect. ‘That is the question, and 
that is the only question which has not been dis- 
| cussed by the defenders of the gentleman from 
Ohio. 





‘| They tell us words cannot be the subject of ani- 
if the members of this House ate to be intimi- | 


madversion under the rules of this House, nor 
under the Constitution of the United States! What 
becomes of the resolution declaring the member 
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=y ; oa r . . | 
from Maryland [Mr. Harris] to bean unworthy || himself of the United States. He avows it his | 
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member of this Llouse, adopted by their veteson || purpose to destroy it at the first opportunity, to 


Saturday? W hat becomes of the solemn adjudi- 
far back as 1842, when a majority of 
this House asserted the right to censure Joshua 
R. Giddings, not for introducing a petition to dis- 
solve the Union, but for offering resolutions for 
the consideration of this House declaring that 
the mutineers of the Creole were not responsible 
for any criminal act under the laws of the United 
States, interpreted by the resolution of censure 
into a justification of mutiny and murder? 


calion ai 


\| independence or ext rmination the only alterna. |) 
| tives. 


It is the judgment of this House, and therefore | 


not necessary to be argued by me, that words may 
prove criminalily when they reveal a criminal 
purpose; and, if they are sufficiently criminal, 
that they may be visited first by censure, and, if 
they judge it only an adequate punishment, by 
expulsion from the Llouse. I do not envy the 
gentlemen who refused to expel the gentleman 
from Maryland for language uttered in the pres- 
ence of us all, which they immediately after voted 
to declare tended and was designed to give aid 
and encouragement to the public enemies of the 


nation, and therefore he was an unworthy mem- || 


ber of the House. Sir, it would seem to have 
been the logical conclusion that if he is an un- 
worthy member of the House he ought not to be 
suffered to remain in it, and that gentlemen who 
so thought would have so said on the first vote for 
expulsion. How gentlemen will reconcile that 
glaring inconsistency to their constituents, how 


they who have declared the gentleman from Mary- | 


land an unworthy member but that he should re- 
main a member, who asserted the right to punish 
by inflicting punishment. but refused the only 
adequate penalty for the offense of which they 
voted him guilty, will justify themselves in the 
face of their own votes, it is for thenrto consider. 
It would be cruel to aggravate their embarrass- 
ments by any observations. 4b hac scabie tene- 
amus ungues. 


But it remains conceded by the votes of our op- | 


anery that in spite of the Constitution of the 
Jnited States, in spite of the conceded freedom 


of opinion, in spite of the conceded freedom of 
speech, words are and may be here, not out of 


doors, but here in this House, here upon a sub- 
ject before the House for consideration, here where 
every body has the right to express his views upon 
every measure before the House, words are and 
have been adjudged by the votes of our opponents 
to be criminal, may be punished, and have been 
punished within two days. 

The measure of judgment is a matter of discre- 
tion. The Constitution says that with the con- 
sent of two thirds either House may expel amem- 
ber, and that means not capriciously but for some 
wrong, for misconduct, for acts, for words, for 
purposes, for avowals inconsistent with his duty 
on this floor, tending to show that he is not a safe 
depositary of the great powers of a Representa- 
tive; and the only constitutional criterion of what 
is and what is not adequate cause of expulsion is 
the judgment of two thirds of this House. 

If that be so, the only further question we have 
to ask is, whether the gentleman from Ohio, re- 
spectable as he is in his private relations, respect- 


uble as has been his conduct in this House, hon- | 


estly as his convictions may be entertained, has 
not placed himself beyond the pale of that pro- 
tection which this House accords to freedom wf 
speech, not by speaking as he ought not to have 
spoken, but by avowing himself in favor of the 
destruction of the nation, 

Now, whatis the charge against him? That 
his judgment is that there are but two alterna- 
tives: one, the extermination of the enemies of 
the United States, and the other the destruction 
of the United States itself, which he puts in 
the form of a recognition of the southern States 
asan independentGovernment. And not resting 
on that mere declaration of opinion, and the al- 
ternative resting in his own mind, he goes further 
and says that of the two he preferred the latter. 
That means, “ J, here, a Representative, charged 
and sworn to the extent of my whole influence in 
the legislation of this House to protect and main- 
tain the integrity of the nation, have come to the 
conclusion, in the midst of a great war, when the 
existence of the nation is at stake, that, ratherthan 
exterminate the enemies of the nation, | will ex- 
terminaie the nation.”? He proclaims himself the 
friend of the enemies of the nation, and an enemy 


|| tution, arrest the wheels of Government? 





| 


the extentof his vote. The rebel chiefs proclaim 
The gentleman from Ohio declares exterm- 
ination or independence the only alternatives. 
The rebel chiefs prefer the recognition of their 
independence to their extermination. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio avows himself for recognition 


| and againstextermination; and recognition of the 


southern confederacy means the dissolution of 
the United States. The Constitution proclaims 
the perpetuity of the Union; and that Constitu- 


| tion recognizes no dissolution, noend of its exist- 


| It has not been stated here before to-day. 


ence. Sworn to maintain that Constitution, he 
now says: “In violation of a solemn oath, in 
spite of the duty | am sent here to discharge, 
rather than maintain it to the extent of extermin- 
ating its enemies, | will destroy it.”’ 

Now, that is the case stated in plain language. 
And 
the question which we are bound as gentlemen 
and as legislators to determine is, whether a gen- 
tleman, acknowledged to be respectable, believed 
to be sincere, entertaining and avowing purposes 
which do not differ from those of the chief of the 
rebel confederacy, or of the men in armed array 
beyond the Potomac bent on ejecting us from this 
Hall, is the fit companion of gentlemen here, a 
fit depositary of his constituents’ vote,a safe per- 
son to be intrusted here with the secrets of the 
United States, a worthy guardian of the existence 
of the Republic. Are we to be seriously told that 
the freedom of speech screensa traitor because he 
puts his treasonable purposes in words? Does 


the Constitution secure the right of our avowed | 


enemies to vote in this Hall? May a manimpu- 


dently declare that his purpose here is so to vote 


as to promote the success of the rebellion, to em- 
barrass and paralyze the Government in its sup- 


| pression, to secure its triumph and our overthrow, 


| journ to Washington, push us from our stools, | 


to bring the armed enemy to Washington, or ar- 
rest our Army lest it exterminate that enemy? 
Then why do not the congress at Richmond ad- 


and by parliamentary tactics, under the Consti- 


| could notexpel them! Sir, thatpicture is history, 


| recent history. 





| 
‘ 


y- In 1860 that side of the House 
swarmed with the avowed enemies of the Repub- 
lic. One after one, as their stars dropped from 
the firmament of the Union, they went out; some 
with tears in their eyes over the miseries they 
were about to inflict; some of them with exulta- 


| tion over the coming calamities; some of them 


with contemptuous lectures to the members in the 


.Hall; some stayed behind to do the traitor’s busi- 
ness in the disguise of honest legislators in both | 


Houses as long as they dared. One disgraced the 


Senate for one long session after armed men were | 


soaking their native soil with their blood, and 
now he is in the ranks of our enemies. 
Are we to be told that gentlemen, entertaining 


not these Opinions but these purposes, resolved | 


to the extent of their power to pafalyze the Gov- 
ernment, and only limited in what they can doby 
what it may be safe to do, must be allowed not 
merely to be members of the House, but to rise and 
insolently fling in oyr faces the avowal of their 
enmity, and invokethe Constitution of the United 
States in order that they may stab itto the heart? 
Shall men rise here and be allowed to express, 
whether in one form of phraseology or another, 
as may best aid the public enemy, their desire 
for the triumph of the rebel cause, and that, being 
too tender-hearted to wish that the enemies of the 


United States may be exterminated, they prefer | 


our ruin? And is it to be said that that comes 
within the broad shield of the freedom of public 


. ° . o - > | 
opinion, therightof debate, the freedom of speech? 


Why, sir, it is not opinion that we complain of, 
It is not liberty of speech that we wish to restrict. 
On the contrary, I thank the gentleman (Mr. 
Lone] for his speech, for it revealed an enemy, 
and an avowed is more respectable than a con- 
cealed foe. He is more frank than the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Fernanno Woop,] 
who, with similar senuments, concealsthem. He 
is more manly than that gentleman from New 
York,whoon Saturday rose before the House with 


| a paper in his hand, declaring it to be the identical 


sheet from which the gentleman from Ohio read, 
read it flauntingly in the face of the House, and 
declared that he concurred in every word of it, 


LOBE. _ 
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and that if the House expelled the eentleme, ¢ 
|| Ohio it must expel him also, but to ae 
ened by the explosion of the indignation of 
House on the head of the gentlema ae 
land, was careful to say that 
agree with the opinions for which the oon 
from Ohio is called in question, oe 
sir, to an open adversary; I can ri spect th 

I cannot have so much respect for the ott 2 
is not for the freedom of the avowal 3 
entertaining the judgment which he does 

it is not that he violated the orders of the H. wy 
it is because he violatesthe law of the count 0 
his purpose to destroy it, that the gent —— 
Ohio is arraigned. We do not 
saying what he did, we punish him for mean 
ing what he declares he does mean to do - : 
that is what we are called upon to do by the a 
est considerations of public policy, the ve 
dictates of patriotic duty. ; 

Oh! but we are told that it touches t} 
of his constituents. Let his constituent 
| Opportunity to pass upon that, after this dec ara 

tion of purpose. But we must have mutual of 
sideration for each other! Why, certainly 
But how far? Is there no end to patien J ls 
there no avowal showing criminal intent y 
wisdom requires we should guard against befiro. 
hand?) What do you suppose would be the fap 
of a man sitting in the capitol at Richmond who 
should arise there and propose to recognize the 
supremacy of the United States? Do YOu sup. 
pose that the freedom of debate which ¢ 


entiemen 


have enjoyed on this floor would have | 


been t 

erated, even if desired by anybody? Is it ae 
certain that he would have been expelled, if he 
lived long enough for the vote of expulsion to be 
taken? Suppose that in the French Assembly, 
when the life of France was at stake, as the life 
of this nation is now at stake, and when heroic 
men were struggling to maintain it, some one had 
arisen and proposed to call back the Bourbons, 
and place the reins of Government in their hands 
—how long would he have remained a member 
of that body? Suppose that the day before the 
battle of Culloden, or the day after the batile of 
Preston Pans, some Jacobite had arisen in the 
House of Commons of England and declared hin- 
self of the opinion that the Pretender could notbe 
expelled without the extermination of the Jacob- 
ites, and that therefore they should place him on 
the throne of England! Do you think the tradi- 
tional liberty of speech in England would have 
saved him from summary expulsion? Do you 
think there is any law in England that could have 
stood between him and, not expulsion, but death? 
Would not the act have been considered a crime, 
and the declaration of it in Parliament have been 
considered but an aggravation of the crime, de- 
manding his expulsion? Would not the vote of 
that body have been instantaneous, and his exe- 
cution swifter than that vote? 

Are we to be told here that men are to rise in 
this Hall, where the guns of the impending bat- 
tle will echo in our ears, when we only sit here 
because we have one hundred and fifty thousar 1 
bayonets between us and the enemy; when Wash- 
ington isa great camp, the center of thirty miles 
of fortifications stretching around us for our pro- 
tection; are we to be told that here, within this 
citadel of the nation, an enemy may beckon with 
his hand tothe armed foe, assuring him of trends 


within the people’s Hall, at the very center of 


power, and we cannot expel him? "a 

Sir, let me say to this House that if it werea 
constitutional right so to speak, in my judgment 
this is one of those cases which so far transcends 
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the ordinary rules of law, one of those cases 
| which carries us so near to the original right ©! 


self-defense, one of those cages which appeals © 
directly to the inalienable right of self-protection, 


that without law and in spite of law the gatety o! 
the people requires his expulsion, and | would» 
one todo it. But, sir, 1 do not think the Cons 
tution does confer the right soto speak. | = 
we are within the limits of written law whic - 
wisdom of our forefathers gave us witli 
protect ourselves in every emergency, 80" | 
among others. And the only question Is ¥ he " 
the patriotism of this House goes to the ex0e 
of two thirds of its members to rid it of the f yo 
ence of anavowed publicenemy. 1 hat, and the 
'| alone, is the question. 

l But, Mr. Speaker, we are 
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It may be such. If it be, 


opinion. 


f 
a a those questions of opinion that no- 
Le ce country has a right to be on more 
body in ei le of. On one side is patriotism, duty, 
fs no sth. On the other is treason, crime, and 
ao mn “Ts it our duty for the protection of a 
ur) his opinion to allow him to destroy the 
eran we are trying to defend? Where, in the 
; -ord of nations, do you find an illustration of 


_nosition? By what examples in history do 
, defend it? By what precedent of statesman- 
1 at 1 bbe 4 


y > The great name of Chatham has often been 
vi ked in this debate, and his wordsas often mis- 


od, The great name of Chatham is invoked 
Ty desecrated to cover this avowal of preference 
e enemy over the country. His example is 


wedly misunderstood. Doubtless his voice 


sa fed in warning tones againsttaxation with- 
a nat consent, and still fiercer against war to 
“peo it, His example might be pleaded for 
i tion and respect for the rights of our south- 

‘jllow-citizens; but they have not been vio- 
‘ated. But never, never to sanction a divis- 
of the Republic. Tis example is the bitter- 
est reproach to those who claim its protection, 
After years of war unjustly begun and weakly 
ved, when exhausted England sank before the 


mined arms of America and France, and the 
Duke of Richmond rose in the House of Lords 

we for peace with America, the patriotic soul 
«Chatham was stirred within him at the thought 
of the humiliation and division of that empire 
whose limits he had expanded and whose name 
ul decorated; and, frail and dying, his legs 
ewathed in flannel, his crutch in his hand, he was 


to the House of Lords in the arms of his 
+ son to lift his last voice in execration of the 


iation, and to enter his dying protest against the 
recognition of American independence, already 


. 


secured in fuet by the sword. His English heart 
had no fear of exterminating the enemies of Eng- 
land in the holy work of maintaining the integrity 
ire. Sir, | accept the example, and I 
mmend it to the consideration of the patriotic 

men on the other side of the House. I beg 


ol remy} 


them to read a little further than they seem to 
have done, the history of this English statesman. 
Freedom of opinion! Surely, sir, opinion is the 
vof our nation. It is the measure of every 


right, the guarantee of every privilege, the pro- 
tection of every blessing. It is opinion which 
rulers. It is opinion that nerves or 
lsies theirarms. Itis opinion which casts down 
proud and elevates the humble. Its fluctua- 


creates our 
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his unpatriotic purposes. But 1 am not con- 
cerned to vindicate in them what I condemn in 
him. I execrate the avowal equally in every 
mouth; and if their guilt is beyond my judg- 
ment that of the gentleman from Ohio is not. 
[can well understand how such examples may 
serve to vindicate the Democratic party or to de- 
lude an ill-informed crowd and teach them that 
treason is error of opinion and not a crime; but 
they cannot be successfully urged here before the 
gentlemen of the House of Representatives to 
vindicate the gentleman from Ohio; noreven, sir, 
can it vindicate the Democratic party from the 
charge of more sympathy with the enemies of the 
country than with the country itself. The peo- 
ple will laugh at this attempt to impeach the loy- 
alty of the friends of the Administration. They 
will see in this zealous defense of the gentleman 


| from Ohio only another proof of Democratic sym- 


| scious sympathy. 


ns are the rise and fall of parties; its currents | 


the nation on to prosperity or ruin. Its free 
play is the condition of its purity. It is like the 
ocean, whose tides rise and fall day by day at the 


‘le bidding of the moon; yet it is the great scien- 
ufc level from which every heightis measured — 
the horizon to which astronomers refer the mo- 
tion of the stars. But, like the ocean, ithas depths 
Whose eternal stillness is the condition of its sta- 


bility. Those depths of opinion are not free, and 
it is they that are touched by the words which 
have so moved the House. Men ‘must not com- 
mit (reason and say its guilt is matter of opinion 
and its punishment a violation of its freedom. 
Men cannot swear fo maintain the integrity of the 
nation and avow their intention to destroy it, and 
ver that double crime by the freedom of speech. 
That is to break up the fountains of the great 
teep on which all Government is borne, and to 
pour its flood in revolutionary ruin over the land. 
To punish that is not a violation of the freedom 
“opinion or its expression. It is to protect its 
normal ebb and flow, its free and healthy fluctu- 


ent 


ations, that we desire to relieve it from the oppro- 


ium of being confounded witb the declarations 
‘reasonable purposes here in the high and sol- 
emn assemblage of the Union. 

he free expression of opinion! I am at a 
zs to know how the opinions of Abraham Lin- 


On, or Horace Greeley, or Wendell Phillips, or 


' 
ih) 


o le £ \ 
ae nueman from Ohio, [Mr. Scnenck,] or Mr. 
- »if truly quoted, and equally criminal with 
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- . NOW arraigned, can eXxtenuate their guilt or 
eld their author from the indignation of the 
Ouse. 


Their guilt is not his innocence. 
mMitated their guilt, le 
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If he 
t him follow their repent- 
time which they have devoted to 
or error by patriotic services he has ded- 
0 indurating his error and accomplishing 
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pathy with his views and purposes, hitherto in- 
variably manifested wherever they have been in 
power. Where have they had power that they 
have not exhibited their sympathy with the en- 
emies of the Rey Iadmit there are honor- 
ableexceptions. [admit there are cases of honest 
delusion. 


mublice? 


| suppose there are cases of uncon- 
I cannot doubt the prevalence 
of acriminafl interest in the triumph of the rebels. 
I shall not discriminate one from the other. I 
speak of the party and itsconduct. Where, since 
the war broke out, from the time that James Bu- 


| chanan disgraced the American name by his mes- 
| sage declaring, as gentlemen on that side of the 


| tion of the Constitution, there is no power to | 


House declare now, this war is waged in viola- 


| coercea sovercign State, down to this day, is there 
|} a Democratic Governor or Legislature which, 
folly which had brought England to such humil- 


until warned by the indignant voice of the peo- 


| ple, has not tried to embarrass and discredit the 


Government and to give aid and encouragement 
to its ehemies ¢ 

The disavowals of individuals cannot extenu- 
ate the conduct of Legislatures and Governors. 
The prudence orcunniu 


r of caucuses or Congress- 


| men, since the chastisement of 1863, cannot make 


the people forget the conduct which provoked it. 
Will they ever forget the Legislature of Indiana 
and its votes on the resolutions for armistice and 
peace, which swarmed before it; or the Legis- 
lature of Illinois and the bill to strip the Gov- 
ernor of his just military authority; and the res- 
olutions for an armistice and a convention at 
Louisville of western and rebel States, to dietate 
terms to the United States, actually adopted, | 
think, by one House; or the New Jersey Legis- 
lature, which sent Wall of Fort Warren to the 
United States Senate, and was ready to adopt 
peace resolutions, but for an accidental adjourn- 
ment which enabled the members to gather the 
whisperh vs of their indignant constituents ? How 
have they expressed their sympathies on the side 
of the United States, unless by attempting to 
array the State authorities against the United 
States, to excite the prejudices of the people against 
the necessary suspension of the habeas corpus, to 
represent the assertion of the supremacy of the 
United States courts and officers in the enforce- 


ment of United States laws as invasions of the 


| rights of the States? What Democratin Pennsyl- 


| condition to the prosecution of the war. 


vania did not vote for Woodward? What Dem- 
ocrat in New York did not vote for Horatio Sey- 
mour? What Democrat in Connecticut did not 
vote for Seymour of Connecticut? What Dem- 
ocrat in Ohio did not vote for Vallandigham? It 
iS vain to atte mpt to conce alit. The history of 
that party during the war proves the declaration 
made on this floor that there is no such thing as 
a Democratic party for the war. There is the 
greatest variety of judgment at this time from 
those who, like the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Kernan,] have alove for the Union and fail 
whe n he comes to vole on it, down to those who, 
like the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Harris, | 
glory in the failure of the armies of the United 
States to conquer the States in rebellion. 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. Kernan] 
who last spoke, and whose earnest tones all must 


have felt, declared himself ready to do all in his | 


power to suppress the insurrection, and yet failed 
to voge for the conscription bill, the indispensable 
That is 
the type of the war Democrat! Very earnest in 
vague generalities for the war, equally earnest in 
decrying the policy of the Administration, but, 
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having exhausted their earnestness on those top- 
ies, are so unable on any practical measure to tear 
themselves away from party associnuon, 80 pon- 
etraty d with valetudinarian views o1 perverse 
judgments on the Constitution ofthe United States, 


that their aid is more embarrassing than their op- 
position. 


Mr. W.J.ALLEN. Lask to make an inquiry. 
I want to know what the gentleman charges 
against the Illinois Legislature ? 7 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. The gentleman 
must pardon me; [ cannot yield now, ~ 

Mr. Speaker, if it be said thata time may come 
when the question of recognizing the southern 
confederacy will have to be answered, I admit it; 
and it is answering the strongest and the extreme 
case that gentlemen on the other side can present. 
Tadmitit. Whena Democrat shall darken the 
White House and the land; when a Democratic 
majority here shall proclaim that freedom ofspeech 
secures impunity to treason and declare recogni- 
tion better thun extermination of traitors; when 
McClellan and Fitz John Porter shall have again 
brought the rebel armies within sight of Wash- 
ington city and the successor of James Buchanan 
shall withdraw our armies from the unconstitu- 
tional invasion of Virginia to the north of the Po- 
tomac; whenexultant rebels shall sweep over the 
fortifications and their bomb-shells shall crash 
against the dome of the Capitol; when thousands 
throughout Pensylvania shall seek refuge en the 
shores of Lake Erie from the rebel invasion, 
cheered and welcomed by the opponents of ex- 
termination; when Vallandigham shall be Gov- 
ernor of Ohio, and Bright Governor of Indiana, 
and Woodward Governor of Pennsylvania, and 
Seymour Governor of Connecticut, and Wall be 
Governor of New Jersey, and the gentleman from 
New York city sit in Seymour’s seat, and thus, 
possessed of power over the great center of the 
country, they shall do what they attempted in 
vain before in the midst of rebel trhumphs—to ar- 
ray the authorities of the States against those of 
the United States; to oppose the militia to the 
Army of the United States; to invoke the habeas 
corpus to discharge confined traitors; to deny to 
the Government the benefit of the laws of wur, 
lest it exterminate its enemies; when the Demo- 
crats, as in the fall of 1862, shall again, with more 
permanent success, persuade the people of the 
country that the war should not be waged tll the 
integrity of the territory of the Union is restored, 
cost whatit might, but that such a war violates the 
spirit of free institutions, which those who advo- 
cate it wish to overthrow, it should stop, for the 
benefit of the Democratic party, somewhere this 
side of absolute triumph, lestthere be no room for 
a compromise, when rent men of that party in 
New York shall again, as in November, 1862, 
hold illegal and criminal negotiations with Lord 
Lyons, and avow their purposes to him, the rep- 
resentative ofa foreign and unfriendly Power, and 
urge him to arrange the time of proflering media- 
tion with a view to their possession of power and 
their preparation of the minds of the people to 
receive suggestions from abroad; and when me- 
diation shall appear, by the event, to be the first 
toward foreign intervention, swiftly and 
surcly followed by foreign armed enemies upon 
our shores to join the domestic enemies; when 
the war in the cars shall begin, which was men- 
aced at the outbreak of the rebellion, and the 
friends of Seymour shall make the streets of New 
York run with blood, on the eve of another Get- 
tysburg less damaging to their hopes; when the 
people, exhausted by taxation, weary of sacri- 
fice 8S, drain d of blood, betrays d by their rulers, 
deluded by demagogues into believing that peace 
is the way to union and submission the path of 
victory, shall throw down their arms before the 
advancing foe; when vast chasms across every 
State shall make apparentto every eye, when too 
late to remedy it, that division from the South is 
inauguration of anarchy atthe North, and that 
peace without union isthe end of the Republic— 
THEN the independence of the South will be an 
accomplished fact, and gentlemen may, with- 
out treason to the dead Republic, rise in this mi- 
gratory House, wherever it may then be in Amer- 
ica, and declare themselves for recognizing their 
masters at the South rather than exterminating 
them! Until that day, in the name of the Amer- 
| ican nation; in the name of every house in the 
| land where there is one dead for the holy cause; 
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in the name of those who stand before us in the 
ranks of battle; in the name of the liberty our | 
ancestors have confided to us, | devote to eternal | 
execration the name of him who shall propose to 


destroy this blessed land rather than its enemies. 

Sut until that time arrive, it is the judgment of 
the American people there shall be no compro- 
mise; thatruin to ourselves or ruin to the southern 
rebeis are the only alternatives, 
resolutions of this kind that nations can rise above 
great dangers and overcome them in crises like 
ahis. It was only by turning France into a camp, 
resolved that Europe might exterminate, but 
should not subjugate her, that France is the lead- 
ing empire of Europe to-day. It is by sucha 
resolve that the American people coercing a re- 


luctant Government to draw the sword and stake | 


the national existence on the integrity of the Re- 
public, are now anything but the fragments of a 
nation before the world, the scorn and hiss of 
every petty tyrant. 
the United States, rising to the height of the oc- 
casion, dedicated this generation to the sword, 
and pouring out the blood of their children as of 
no account, and avowing before high Heaven 
that there should be no end to this conflict but 
ruin absolute or absolute triumph, that we now 
are what we are; that the banner of the Republic 
still pointing onward floats proudly in the face of 


the enemy, that vast regions are reduced to obe- | 


dience to the laws, and thata great host in armed 
array now presses with steady step into the dark 
regions of therebellion. Itis only by the earnest 


and abiding resolution of the people that whatever | 


shall be our fate, it shall be grand as the Ameri- 
can nation, worthy of that Republic which first 
trod the path of empire and made no peace but 
under the banners of victory, that the American 
people will survive in history. 

And that will save us. We shal! succeed and 
not fail. I have an abiding confidence in the firm- 
ness, the patience, the endurance of the American 
people; and, having resolved to stand in history 


on the great resolve to accept of nothing but vic- | 


tory or ruin, victory is ours. And if with such 
heroic resolve we fall, we fall with honor, and 
transmit the name of liberty committed to our 
keeping untarnished, to go down to future gen- 
erations. The historian of our decline and fall, 


contemplating the ruins of the last great Repub- | 


lic, and drawing from its fate lessons of wisdom 


on the waywardness of men, shall drop a tear as || 


he records with sorrow the vain heroism of that 
people who dedicated and sacrificed themselves 
to the cause of freedom, and by theirexample will 
keep alive its worship in the hearts of men till 
happier generations shall learn to walk in her 
— Yes, sir, if we must fall, let our last hours 
ye stained by no weakness. If we must fail, 


let us stand amid the crash of the falling Repub- 
lic and be buried in its ruins, so that history may | 


take note that men lived in the middle of the 
nineteenth century worthy of a better fate, but 
chastised by God for the sins of their forefathers. 
Let the ruins of the Republic remain to testify to 
the latest generations our greatness and our hero- 
ism. And let Liberty, crownless and childless, 
sit upon these ruins, crying aloud in a sad wail 
to the nations of the world, **I nursed and brought 
up children, and they have rebelled against me.”’ 
[Great applause on the floor and in the galleries. } 

Mr. FINCK obtained the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Will the 
entieman yield to me for a motion to adjourn? 
fr: No, never! never!’’ from the Democratic side 
of the House. 

Mr. FINCK. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr.WASHBURNE, of Illinois, (at ten o’clock, 


p.m.) | move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. SCHENCK. I hope the House will not 
adjourn. 


Ir. COLFAX. Lhope not. I hope that the 
motion to adjourn will be voted down. 

The question was taken; and there were, on a 
division—ayes 49, noes 74. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. FINCK. Mr. Speaker, it is not my pur- 
pose to detain the House very long. But there 
are some questions to which | wish to direct the 
attention of the House and of the country. I do 
not regard the question of this resolution as in- 
volving the approbation or disapprobation, by the 
House, of the positions assumed and discussed by 


It is only by | 


It is because the people of | 











| cance, 


different and distinct question from that. I do 
not myself, Mr. Speaker, concur, as [ understand 
my colleague, m all the views and positions as- 
sumed and expressed by him last Friday. J am 
to-day, as | have been from the beginning, op- 
posed to secession. I donot believe thatany such 
right exists under our form of Government. I 
am to-day, as | have been from the commence- 
ment of this unfortunate difficulty, opposed to 
an acknowledgment of the independence of the 
so-called confederate States. I hold to-day, as I 
have held from the beginning—in direct conflict 
with the distinguished gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vanin, [Mr. Srevens}]—that these confederate 
States are not outside the Union, and do not con- 
stitute a distinct and foreign nation. 

My colleague from the second district, ina man- 
ly, open, frank, and candid manner, stated distinet- 
ly to the House and to the country, that he butex- 
pressed his own viewsand opinions when he spoke 
to this House. I believe,sir, | know, that my own 


constituents are opposed to secession, or to a rece | 


ognition of the so-called confederate States. 
lieve that the Democracy of the great Northwest, 
and the great Democratic party of the country, 
are not to-day, and have not been from the be- 
ginning, in favor of the recognition of the con- 
federate States. And although I believe that this 
unfortunate war could have been avoided by fair, 


just, and honorable compromises between the two | 


sections of the country; that the only obstacle 
which prevented that compromise came from the 
Republican members of Congress; and that to 
them is to be charged the defeat of the compro- 
mises offered by the lamented statesman from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Crittenden,) yet, sir, zreat 
armies are in the field; they now confront each 
other, and we are on the eve of terrible battles, 
and I trust that whenever these battles do take 


place, the armies of the North shall be successful, | 


and that the old flag may be carried in victory 
wherever it goes, 


declare it before Heaven and the country—that 


| force alone can preserve the Union or restore 
| those States; 
| conciliation—to the sword must be added prudent 
| and wise statesmanship, alas! such statesmanship 
}as has not yet been exhibited by this Adminis- 


that to the sword must be added 


tration. The people of this country require the 
inauguration of a system of conciliation by which 
both peace and the Union may be restored. 

Sir, | have stated that the question under de- 
bate is not the question as | understood it to have 
been stated by my colleague from the nineteenth 
district the other day, [Mr. Garriecp,] that those 
who vote against the resolution for expulsion 
vote to indorse the views and sentiments ex- 
pressed by my colleague, [Mr. Lone.] That is 
too narrow and restricted a position to be assumed 
on this resolution. 


It is a question whether the people’s representa- 
tives in this Hall have the right to discuss, un- 


trammeled, all the public measures that are the | 


subject of legitimate discussion. Thatis it, noth- 
ing less, nothing more. 

Are we to be told, Mr. Speaker, that the grave 
questions of peace and war cannot be discussed 
here? What questions, I ask, are of greater im- 
portance to the people than questions of peace 
and war? There is nothing which so deeply affects 
a Governmentas the questions of peace or war, and 
especially in this House where we are called upon 
day after day to vote upon questions relating to 
this war and to the policy of the Administration, is 
it most important that the broadest liberty and 
freedom of debate should be awarded to every 
member upon this floor. 

Mr. Speaker, the day when this great right of 
the people shall be stricken down in this Hall will 
be one of the saddest days in American history. 
Why, sir, there is something most strange in the 
conduct of gentlemen upon the other side of the 
House im relation to this question. On last Fri- 
day, when my colleague |Mr. Lone] was pro- 
ceeding with his speech, the hour oxplaid.anil by 


But, sir, candor and frankness | 
require me to state, that I do not believe—and I | 


This view would sink the | 
question far below its true dignity and signifi- | 
It involves considerations very different | 
: eo hs 2 | 
from that. It involves a principle, Mr. Speaker, 
| which lies at the very base of our institutions. 


I be- | 





unanimous consent he was allowed to go on and | 


conclude his remarks; and who, l ask you, made 
the motion to extend the time? Why, the distin- 


It ia altogether a || guished gentleman from the Galena distrietof Illi- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





_—____ April 1), 


_nois, [Mr. Wasusvrne.} That gentle . 





MAN spp 


to his feet to ask that the time of my ¢ g 
COllea e 


might be extended. 
And, sir, the country ought to know eos 
5 > a0 Othe, 
fact which occurred within this Hall, whik these 


outbursts of patriotism have been y; 
sent abroad from the other side of the oa 
while they have been boiling over with pay...” 
indignation at what they are pleased to = e ~ 
as the treasonable sentiments uttered by . hop 

league. | find thatthey have been most J 
their subscriptions for that speech, 


tered ana 


t liberal jp 


> ¢ 
colleagues on that side [Mr. Seat ae 
scribed for five hundred copies. ‘I'he yi... 
guished gentleman on the Military Comm; 
(Mr. Garrietp] subscribed for one hundr a 4 
ies. Is not that most strange and ine = 


ONSIStent? 


Well, Mr. Speaker, I have an idea of this kiy 


—a little secret—which I think I wil! speak to ul 
House and tothe country. | rather suspect os 
mixed up with all this patriotic Fourth of July du. 
lamation on the other side of the House, thers « 
an undercurrent of partisan feeling and purp = 
Do not you think so, sir? Why, sir, whey , . 
colleague from the nineteenth district [Mr, a. 
FIELD] arose and called for a white flag to be 


brought down the aisle and placed between hip. 
self and my colleague from the second district, | 
did not know but that some grand tragedy 
about to be enacted. I thought so when he quoted 
Milton’s Paradise Lost; but when I learned jp 
had subscribed so liberally for that speech, my 
apprehensions of a tragedy vanished, , 

lf that speech gives aid and comfort to the ep. 
emy, why do gentlemen on the other side of the 
House give so much aid and comfort to the speech? 
1 want the country to know and understand these 
facts. 

Well, sir, I want the country to know another 
thing. During the last Congress, on the 27t\) day 
of January, 1863, while armies were confronting 
each other, maintaining about the same relative 
position as now, our brothers, our sons, our 


Was 


ronung 
ror ng 


| friends were in the Army of the North, and | be. 








'| lieve the opposing army was then nearer the cap- 


ital than it is to-day, and what was the scene 
which was then witnessed in this House? A gen- 
tleman upon the other side of the House rose in his 
place and proposed to stop the war at once and 
to recognize the independence of the confederate 
States. Was there any indignation upon the 
other side of the House on that occasion? Yet 
upon that day, as I have said, a member of this 
body on that side of the House proposed delib- 
erately that this war should terminate at once, 
and that the President should be authorized at 
once to open negotiations with the confederates 
for the purpose of their recognition. Where is 
the evidence of the outburst of patriotic indigna- 
tion on that occasion? It is perhaps a calamity 
that the distinguished gentleman from Maryland 
{[Mr. Davis] was not here then to have poured out 
his denunciations upon the gentleman who made 
that proposition. I wonder, lam surprised, why 
some patriotic gentleman on the other side did not 
arise in his place and ask for the immediate ex- 
pulsion of the gentleman from Kansas, (Mr. Con- 
way.) Why, sir, were not these speeches—par- 
tisan speeches, unworthy of a deliberative assem- 
bly—made then? Now, what did Mr. Conway 
say and propose in thatspeech of the 27th o! Jan- 
uary, 1863. I beg the attention of the House wiue 
I quote from that speech. He says: 


“ Nevertheless F cannot refrain from expressing my in 
dividual opinion that the true policy of the North lato term 
inate this warat once. The longer its continuance the wor 
our situation becomes. Let the two Houses of Congress 
adopt the following resolutions : : 

“¢ Resolved bythe Senate and House of Representatit es, Fe 
That the Executive be, and he is hereby, requested — 
a general order to all commanders of forces in the severa 
military departments of the United States to disconti ue 
offensive operations against the enemy, and to act lor wwe 
future entirely on the defensive. aad 

“ Resolved, That the Executive be, and he ts here y 
further requested to enter into negotiations with the e 
thorities of the confederate States with reference to 4 ce 
sation of hostilities based on the following propos! a 
1. Recognition of the independence of the confeders! 
States. 2. A uniform system of duties upon tinpor — 
Free trade between the two States. 4. Free nav aeons 
the Mississippi river. 5. Mutual adoption of the Mon 
doctrine.” 


There, sir, is a direct proposition for the recog: 
nition of the independence of the confederate 
States. Where, let me ask, were the gentlemen 
then with their resolutions of expulsion ‘ Is hile 
most strange, Mr. Speaker, that a year ago, ¥?! 
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